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Nostalgia and impotence 


The VE Day anniversay celebrations have 
come and gone — and for many of us there 
is a feeling of relief that this is so. It is not 
that anyone would wish to begrudge to those 
who took part in World War II their 
moment cf remembrance; for most of them 
that war was the major event of their lives, 
and for many it was the experience that 
represented the supreme test of their 
personal qualities. The war was the biggest 
in all recorded history, and it was the only 
major one partaken in by people of whom 
there are a substantial number still living. It 
would have been inappropriate and 
unnatural had the day SO years after its end 
passed off without ceremony. 

But what stuck in the gullet of many of us 
was the way in which this May 8th, instead 
of being merely a date on which to pay our 
respects to those who fought the war — and 
in particular those who died in it, was 
turned into an occasion for ideological 
speech-making, for self-congratulation on 
assumed rectitude and for affirmation as to 


the essential ‘goodness’ of the world which 
the verdict of the war brought into being. It 
should be enough for nations to honour their 
heroes and recall their great trials and 
struggles — always provided that there is 
some sensible proportion about this; it is 
superfluous to strike moral postures as to 
what those trials and struggles were about. 
Every rational nation goes to war when it 
perceives its interests to be threatened, and 
only when it perceives such a threat. Some- 
times such perceptions can be mistaken, but 
that is only to acknowledge that the judge- 
ment of statesmen is not always perfect. 
When, however, a nation starts to believe 
that it fights wars for some great ‘good’ that 
is more important than the national interest, 
and which even justifies endangering that 
interest, the sanity of that nation must 
seriously be questioned. This condition is 
compounded when, 50 years on, that nation 
focuses on the presumed ‘good’ to the 
virtual neglect of any sober consideration of 
the interest. Or is it simply that there is a 
deep need in the human psyche to com- 
pensate for guilt and disgust about the 
present by nostalgic flights into a simpler 
and more honoured past? 

Beholding the VE Day celebrations on 
television, one could not help being struck 
by the way in which the whole affair had 
descended into an orgy of mutual self- 
congratulation among the participating 
public dignitaries. Here were these heads of 
state and heads of government seemingly 
united in a common smugness, which 
presumed the superiority of their values and 
their world over any others that might have 
prevailed had history worked out differently. 
What a heaven-sent occasion it must have 
been for them to strut and posture and feel 
so good! 

Yet beyond the parades, the flags, the 
church services and the speeches there lay 
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the reality. It was the reality of a world in 
turmoil and in chaos, a world in which 
order and civilisation had broken down, a 
world whose great abundance of material 
goods could not conceal its overwhelming 
purposelessness and drift. 

For the men and women who last month 
celebrated the rightness of all the things 
their parents and grandparents had fought 
for are today impotent to deal with the crisis 
of mass unemployment. They cannot bring 
the rule of law to their streets. They preside 
over the collapse of family life. They rule 
populations that are sterile. They are 
responsible for schools that no longer 
educate. They sit back and acquiesce in the 
emergence of a ‘culture’ that exalts ugli- 
ness, degeneracy and filth. They behold 
legions of their young flabby of mind and 
body, bereft of discipline, hooked on drugs 
and condemned to an aimless existence 
relieved only by the pursuit of essentially 
selfish ambition and pleasure. They are the 
overlords of a society wholly lacking in 
powerful ideals for which anyone in his 
right mind would fight. 

And now they stand paralysed as the 
gates of their own citadels burst open and 
the alien invader swarms in. And rather than 
repulse him they offer him social security 
and the vote — which he eagerly accepts 
and turns into a weapon with which to 
colonise his former colonisers. 

Such is the unquestioned superiority and 
goodness of all that to which the events of 
1945 have given birth — and which we are 
expected to recall with such gratitude as we 
look back upon them half a century later. 
Such is today’s monument to the wisdom of 
those who won the war and to their descen- 
dants who have governed us since. 

These people have created a wasteland 
and given it a name. They call it ‘Freedom’. 
But even that is a lie — as those of us can 
testify who have dared oppose them. There 
is the jail cell and the press gag for those 
against whom they cannot and dare not 
argue. In their zeal to preserve their system 
they do not hesitate to resort to the practices 
they tell us they fought the war to extin- 
guish. 

One journalist last month seemed to get a 
glimpse of the reality. Adam Zamoyski, 
writing in The Spectator on May 6th, said 
of the commemorations: - 
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‘“‘There is something distinctly peculiar 
about all this. Nobody in 1865 thought it 
worthwhile to mark the end of the murder- 
ous wars that swept the Continent from 
Lisbon to Moscow between 1792 and 
1815. And the 1914-18 war has never been 
commemorated with such persistence and 
intensity. Is this unnatural degree of 
ceremonial commemoration of the second 
world war not, perhaps, a desperate 
attempt to uphold the fiction of a peace that 
was not in fact achieved in 1945?” 

By peace not achieved the writer went on 
to indicate clearly that he meant a peace of 
a kind that justified the supposed objects of 
the war, and he specified in particular the 
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consequences for the country of his own 
ancestors, Poland, sacrificed to Stalin after 
its freedom being the supposed cause of 
going to war in 1939, and for Britain, who, 
he said, ‘‘had put everything... into the 
struggle and emerged with little or nothing 
to show for it.”’ Mr. Zamoyski concluded:- 


‘It is time to put a stop to these absurd 
and necessarily dishonest and unjust celeb- 
rations. Let nations commemorate their 
dead, as we do every year at the Cenotaph 
... Let bravery be glorified and held up as 
an example... But let us not keep defiling 
battlefields with posturing politicians and 
their politically correct pieties, for these 
never do justice to the brave or the 
righteous, and they reopen more wonds 
than they can ever heal.’’ 


Of course, the ‘posturing politicians’ of 
whom Mr. Zamoyski speaks are, in their 
deeper sub-conscious, aware of their own 
impotence to deal with the problems which 


destiny has handed them, least of all to 


grapple with the enemies with whom their 
nations are confronted today. So what better 
escape from this impotence than to recall 
with nostalgia a time in which their nations 
were seen to be defeating the enemies of 
yesterday? By the thought of being a des- 
cendant of Battle of Britain pilots and Desert 
Rats, a Tory politician of the 1990s can 
gaze in the mirror and inflate himself to 
double his natural size. 


Council elections: a few 
more nails in the Tory coffin 


The predictable disaster for the Tories in 
last month’s local government elections in 
England and Wales indeed came to pass. It 
was a total massacre, with over 2,000 seats 
lost and the party left in control of no more 
than eight English and Welsh local author- 
ities. 

There can be no doubt that, as many 
press commentators have remarked, people 
voting in these elections were thinking 
mainly of national issues rather than 
municipal ones. They were voting against 
the Government at Westminster, not their 
local councils. Had this not been the case, 
and had these voters been taking somewhat 
of a closer look at what their councils were 
doing, particularly the already Labour- 
controlled ones, the landslide towards 
Labour might not have been nearly as big. 

Tory post-mortems following the debacle 
on May 4th have focused on two possible 
causes. One was the ineptness of the 
election campaign, and in particular the role 
of party chairman Jeremy Hanley, the man 
who seems to have a habit of putting his 
foot in his mouth every time he opens it. 
The other was the obvious divisions in the 
party over Europe. 

While we grant that Hanley is a bumbling 
clown and that such divisions over Europe 
do indeed exist, we do not think that these 
were the main causes of the Tory disaster. 

The main cause was just widespread 
public recognition of the Government’s total 
incompetence. It is as simple as that. That a 


os aed 


CAUSE FOR GLOOM 

John Major should indeed be downcast at 
the results of last month’s council elect- 
ions. They may mark the beginning of the 
wiping of the Tories off the political map 


Labour Government headed by Tony Blair 
would be any the more competent is some- 
thing that few electors seem to have thought 
about. The priceless advantage that Mr. 
Blair and his party had over the Tories was 
that they were not in power while the latter 
were. They could hardly lose. 

British National Party results in the 
elections are given in detail elsewhere in 
this issue. Suffice it to say here that they 
were mostly middling in quality. 

Far more important, however, than 
passing electoral support — which, as any 
party will know, can be right up one 
moment and right down the next — is the 
overall long-term trend which is indicated 
by these latest results. It is here apposite to 
recall the words of this editor in a signed 
article in Spearhead in January 1992 headed 
‘Recognising the ultimate enemy’, in which 
it was said:- 

‘The enemy — indeed the main enemy of 

our race, our nationhood and our heritage 

is, and long has been, the Conservative 

Party — not Labour, not the Liberal 

Democrats. It is the Tories who again and 

again have acted as a barrier to the form- 

ation of an effective combination of 
patriotic forces in Britain... Deal with this 
enemy by putting it out of action and 
neutralising its influence on British politics 

— and the enemies in the form of the other 

parties could in due course be swept aside 

without too much difficulty. 

‘* .. the war against the traitors in power is 

primarily a war against the Tory party. 

The Tory Party has to be destroyed polit- 

ically — in order that there might be a 

regrouping of patriotic forces within the 

country of the kind necessary to avert 
national collapse and bring national 
resurgence. The destruction of Toryism 
may indeed be deemed far more essential 

to nationalists and patriots than it is to the 

left. It is not an easy point to get over to 

Tory voters, but it is nonetheless a 

reality.’’ , 


Last month’s local government elections, 
while far from killing the Tories off, have. 
undoubtedly dealt them serious injury. If the 
next general election, due in two years’ 
time, produces results anything like as disas- 
trous, it could amount to a fate similar to 
that which befell the Liberals in the election 
of 1929, after which they went into a 
decline from which they never recovered. 
This could pave the way for the emergence 
of a genuine nationalist mass-movement, 
with the BNP in the best possible position to 
place itself at the head of that movement. 
This is the true significance of last month’s 
voting trends. We should hope that the 
trends will continue. 


The real issues 
and the phony ones 


With the campaign leading up to the next 
general election now really beginning in 
earnest, the parties and the mass media are 
starting to pinpoint and define the main 
issues on which government and opposition 
are divided. As might have been predicted, 
the issues presented as crucial to the election 
are far removed from the ones most 
important to the nation’s future. 

On Europe, Labour is committed to a 
single currency and full-blown federalism, 
while the Tories at the moment prefer to 
avoid either such commitment but still talk 
of Britain being ‘‘at the heart of Europe.’’ 
The probable main difference here is that 
Labour is being a little more honest, 
declaring openly a policy that the Tories 
favour but at the moment would prefer not 
to admit they favour. Labour is also being 
more consistent, because being ‘‘at the heart 
of Europe’’ and not embracing monetary 
union and federalism are policies that are 
entirely incompatible, as the Tories know 
but will not acknowledge. 

On the economy, the two main parties are 
hard put to establish any fundamental diff- 
erence — now that Labour has abandoned 
Clause Four and moved towards free-market 
capitalism. 

On defence, there is now little to choose 
between the two — not because Labour 
defence policy has moved to the right but 
because that of the Tories has moved to the 
left. Both favour the minimum armed 
forces, Labour because of its congenital 
aversion to all things military and the Tories 
because they want to save money. 

On health and social services there are 
minor differences which revolve mainly 
around arguments as to financial priorities. 

In foreign affairs, both parties are inter- 
nationalist and committed to the concept of 
‘world order’ rather than to national 
interests. 

At the end of the day it is all likely to 
boil down to a question of whether the 
voters prefer John Major’s silly grin to 
Tony Blair’s slightly mad one. As indicated 
earlier in this column, Tony will have the 
edge because his incompetence as a national 
leader has not yet been proved. 

_ Contd. overleaf 


Page 3 


WHAT WE THINK 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


As to the real issues that will be at stake 
when the next general election is fought, we 
can be quite sure that these will be either 
ignored or, at most, given only small 
mention. They are:- 


@ Immigration: The rate at which non- 
white immigrants are flooding into 
Britain is at danger level. This must be 
stopped, and the tide be reversed by a 
systematic programme of repatriation. 
None of the main parties will mention 
this — they call it ‘‘playing the race 
card.”’ 

@ Getting out of Europe: The issue is not 
one of on what terms Britain is a 
member of the European Community but 
of whether she stays in the Community 
or pulls out. None of the major parties 
is in favour of pulling out. 

@ The import invasion: Far more impor- 
tant than Labour’s ‘Clause Four’ is the 
question of whether Britain is going to 
continue to allow her industries to be 
destroyed by cut-price foreign imports. 
None of the major parties has so far 
given the slightest sign that it intends to 
do anything about this. 

@ The free movement of capital: The 
above-mentioned tendency goes hand-in- 
hand with the free movement of money 
across frontiers. Government in Britain 
must put a stop to industries in this 
country ‘relocating’ overseas where 
labour is cheaper and thereby putting 
British workers out of jobs. 

@ The ruin of British education: Inter- 
party arguments on this issue are trivial 
and show no signs of getting to the roots 
of the problem. Government must take 
ruthless measures to weed out the 
subversives in the teaching profession 
who are destroying the nation’s schools 
and universities. Neither the Tories nor 
Labour will do this. 

@ Britain’s defencelessness: All the major 
parties are committed to policies which 
are leading to the nation being unable to 
defend itself against any major 
aggressor. Britain’s forces must be built 
up to the level necessary to this task and 
must be brought out of foreign entangle- 
ments where they are serving no British 
interest, such as in Germany and in 
former Yugoslavia. National service 
must be restored to provide the necess- 
ary manpower for our forces and to give 
needed discipline and training to our 
young men. 

@ The falling birthrate: Britain is not 
producing enough children to maintain 
the numbers and vigour of her popu- 
lation, with the result that our nation is 
getting steadily older. Government must 
restore a healthy birthrate by providing 
generous incentives to large families. 

@ National fitness and health: The British 
population is unhealthy, flabby, soft and 


Page 4 


totally unfit for any important tasks 
of war or peace. A national cam- 
paign is urgently needed to remedy 
this situation, with measures taken to 
promote healthy living habits, 
vigorous exercise and sports and a 
wholesome diet. This will reduce the 
burden on the health service on the 
basis of prevention of sickness being 
better than cure. 

@ The collapse of society: British society 
is collapsing under an avalanche of 
crime, lawlessnes, moral degeneration 


and cultural decadence. The family unit © 


as an institution for national stability is 
breaking up. The nation is wholly 
lacking in moral leadership. Government 
must take a lead in altering this 
situation, with particular attention to 
reforms in education and the mass 
media. 


Where the next general election is con- 
cerned, these things are going to be rele- 
gated virtually to the status of non-issues by 
the major parties, who will argue over trivia 
while the nation continues to rot. Such is 
politics in the 1990s. 


Why sleaze is inevitable 


The popularly termed ‘sleaze factor’ leapt 
back into prominence last month with the 
disclosure that yet another Tory MP had 
abused his position in the House of 
Commons to lobby for an outside interest 
group. 

This time it was Sir Jerry Wiggin, the 
Member for Weston-super-Mare, who got 
tripped up. Sir Jerry was found to have 
tabled amendments to legislation affecting 
gas supplies to caravan parks. As a paid 
adviser to the British Holiday and Home 
Parks Association, he had a vital personal 
financial interest in this legislation. In 
addition, he made things worse by tabling 
the amendments under the name of a fellow 
MP, the former olympic runner Sebastian 


Coe, without the latter’s knowledge or . 


consent. 

The exploitation by Members of Parlia- 
ment of their privileged positions to serve 
outside interests by which they are paid has 
become a major issue of public debate 
during the past year or two, and it has been 
to meet the rising sense of national outrage 
at this tendency that the Nolan Committee 
was recently formed to investigate the 
practice and make recommendations to the 
House as to how such abuses in the future 
might be curbed. That today we have a 
great many politicians ‘on the make’ (and 
not just Tory ones) is not to be denied nor 
regarded with complacency. It is only 
symptomatic of the appalling standards that 
now prevail in public life — a recurring 
feature of societies sunk in decadence and 
corruption and in which people enter 
politics, not primarily for ideals of patriot- 
ism or service, but to further their own 
interests. 

There is, however, another side to the 
coin which should not be omitted from 


consideration. A would-be servant of the 
nation, even though — as is very seldom the 
case today — his motives may be entirely 
admirable, has to be able to survive finan- 
cially if he is to do anything. Depending on 
an MP’s salary, and especially on any 
additional ministerial one, makes a politician 
a slave to his party and thereby unable to 
speak, act or vote as conscience and judge- 
ment dictate. Many politicians, in order to 
give themselves greater independence, 
engage in outside business enterprises. This 
being so, there is the enormous temptation 
to get politics and business mixed up, using 
one to further the other — and always with 


a certain sense of self-justification whereby 


not entirely ethical means can be excused as 
being in the service of noble and patriotic 
ends. | 

Those who defended the ancient instit- 
utions of aristocracy knew what they were 
doing when they preserved a leisured class, 
its quality sustained by prudent marriages 
and genetically upbred offspring, with the 
private means to live independently of any 
political or commercial favour. Such a class 
produced many outstanding men of affairs 
who, by contrast with those operating within 
the party systems today, could not be 
‘bought’. 

This class in Britain has now mainly 
outlived its usefulness because the prudent 
marriages and sound breeding were not 
sustained, and the present generation of it 
lacks the qualities both of mind and 
character to justify its privileges. Never- 
theless, that does not invalidate the 
argument for the institution itself; it merely 
suggests that it needs to be overhauled by 
the expulsion of its useless elements and by 
the introduction of much new blood — new 
blood that should qualify by way of genuine 
and selfless achievement in public service 
and not by mere ability to make money in 
the market place. 

Such a proposition is of course total 
anathema to those who make a fetish of 
‘democracy’ and human ‘equality’ and 
cannot ever accept that the nation might 
benefit from some being born with 
privileges not given to others. The propos- 
ition is therefore not likely to be adopted in 
the present political climate. 

And so we will have to continue to put up 
with rule by political parties and parlia- 
ments comprised of people largely recruited 
from the ranks of spivs, opportunists, fixers 
and yes-men — folk who are in it for what 
they can get out of it rather than to serve 
their country. We choose our price, and we 
get what we pay for. 


Not the whole truth 


An RAF officer, Wing Commander Peter 
Drissell, was walking down a street in South 
London’s Vauxhall district on the night of 
May 11th when he was approached by two 
men who demanded his wallet. He refused 
to hand the wallet over, and there ensued a 
confrontation which was witnessed by a 

Contd. on next page 


woman passer-by. The woman, like the 
Wing Commander, was made of sterner 
stuff than many of today’s Britons, and she 
intervened, yelling at the two men. One of 
them pulled out a gun and fired at her, 
fortunately missing. 

The Wing Commander immediately went 
into action, pouncing on the man with the 
gun and attempting to disarm him. The 
gunman then pumped four shots into him, 
leaving him lying on the pavement badly 
bleeding and with one bullet close to his 
heart. The two muggers then fled. Wing 
Commander Drissell was rushed to hospital, 
where mercifully he recovered. He was later 
warmly praised by the police for his 
courage. 

By any criteria this was news. We looked 
at the ‘quality’ papers the next day, along 
with the two more upmarket tabloids, to see 
how, if at all, it was reported. The 
Guardian completely ignored the incident. 
The Independent gave it very tiny coverage. 
It received somewhat larger mentions in The 
Daily Telegraph, The Times and The Daily 
Express. Only in The Daily Mail, however, 
was there any description of the assailants. 

Yes, you’ve guessed it. The assailants 
were both black. 


Yet another British industry 
for the scrapheap? 


The world’s first ever railway was laid in 
Co. Durham. When it was opened in 1825 
the locomotive running along it had been 
designed by a Newcastle engineer George 
Stephenson, its traction being based on the 
steam engine invented some years prev- 
iously by a Greenock man James Watt. 
From the beginning, there has been nothing 
more British than the train. 

But the British train may soon be no more 
— thanks to the Tory Governments first of 
Margaret Thatcher and later of John Major. 
It was announced in The Independent on 
Sunday on the 23rd April that ‘‘Britain’s last 
train-building factory is likely to close this 
summer... ’’ Although train parts are made 
elsewhere in Britain, the report continued, 
ABB Rail Vehicles in York is the last 
British factory to make complete trains. 
Andrew Scott, director of the National 
Railway Museum, also in York, was quoted 
as saying: ‘‘If the factory closes, it will 
undoubtedly take us closer to Britain’s 
railways becoming totally dependent on 
imports. British Rail equipment was always 
made in Britain. Once York has gone it is 
very difficult to conceive of totally British- 
built railway equipment.”’ 

The Independent on Sunday report went 
on to say that:- 


‘Critics say that the factory’s plight 
has worsened because the Government 
has not invested in rolling stock. The 
bulk of orders being placed for trains by 
the companies now running sections of the 
rail network are for privately leased 
vehicles. Under these terms a factory has 
to secure private finance to pay for the 
train.”’ 


closure now seems likely. 


The report then quoted Roger Ford, 
editor of Rail Privatisation News, as saying 
that: - 

‘*There is no alternative to closure. They 

should have closed it 18 months ago. 

There is no market, no demand, and the 

market is not going to revive in the fore- 

seeable future.”’ 


So what does all this amount to? Only an 
affirmation of the obvious: that if govern- 
ment allows the nation’s railway network to 
run down for lack of money, what also are 
going to run down are the industries that 
supply it — first and foremost the industry 
that produces railway rolling stock. Anyone 
with the most elementary economic intell- 
igence can grasp this, but it seems beyond 
the understanding of ‘free-market’-minded 
Tory politicians. 

Already, Britain’s railways are having to 
import from abroad a large part of the 
equipment required to run its networks. The 
equipment is made mostly in countries that 
value their railways and therefore keep 
going a strong home market for their 
railway suppliers. Those suppliers, thus 
enforced, are able to produce further 
equipment for export at competitive prices. 
It’s so simple that a child ought to be able 
to get the hang of it — but not this Govern- 
ment! So it looks as if it will not be very 
long before the nation that gave railways to 
the world, and from the time of George 
Stephenson onwards supplied nearly all of 
its railway equipment from its own 
factories, will not be able to manufacture a 
single train. 

And so it goes on. What industry will be 
next? 


Queer power gags 
the opposition 


An American Professor, Charles Socar- 
ides, was due to speak on the 28th April to 
one of Britain’s leading medical bodies, the 
Association for Psychoanalytic Psycho- 
therapy. His subject was homosexuality, and 


his theme was that it was a mental illness 
and that acceptance of it as normal by 
society is, in his own words, ‘“‘truly 
tempting social and personal disaster.’’ 
Professor Socarides ought. to know 
something about this subject because his son 
Richard is ‘gay’. 

The talk, however, never took place. The 
Association withdrew the invitation to 
Professor Socarides after its president, Rob 
Hale, received threatening letters and ’phone 
calls warning that the event would be 
disrupted. Disrupted by whom should need 
no further elaboration. 

So once again free discussion of a vitally 
important issue has been prevented by a 
pathetic caving in to mob rule. Frankly, the 
cowardice of the Association for Psycho- 
analytic Psychotherapy is something 
deserving of far greater disgust than the 
tactics of those making the threats. Are 
these learned ladies and gentlemen really 
that frightened of a bunch of fairies? It 
would appear so. 


Oz republicans get nasty 


Those in Australia who seek the setting 
up of a republic and the severance of ties 
with Britain do not seem to have confidence 
in their ability to win over their compatriots 
by civilised argument. They are now 
resorting to intimidation. 

According to a report in The Sunday 
Express of April 23rd, cars bearing ‘No 
republic’ bumper stickers have been 
attacked. Businesses printing royalist 
pamphlets have been warned they could lose 
major contracts. Monarchist show-business 
figures have been threatened with a cancell- 
ation of bookings. 

All this is familiar terrain for us in 
Britain. It perhaps gives a hint as to the real 
forces behind the campaign to drive a wedge 
between Australians and their kinfolk in the 
country from which most of them origin- 
ated. 

There is a distinct colour in this whole 
business, and the colour is red. 
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TRUTHS AND MYTHS ABOUT 
BRITISH DECLINE 


At a time of national introspection, says JOHN TYNDALL, 
many observers are still hazy about how we have come to 


be where we are 


THERE seems to be something about special anniversaries that 
leads people to a deep sense of contemplation and stocktaking. 
Last month, 50 years exactly since the end of the Second World 
War in Europe, many writers thought it an appropriate 
moment for Britain to take a good look at itself and where it 
has been going during that time. There is no particular reason 
for us not to have done this 30 years, 40 years or indeed 49 
years after the war ended. The time for such critical self- 
examination, whether it be by nations or individuals, is when 
the first serious signs appear that life is taking an undesirable 
direction. But, human nature being what it is, people tend to 
react differently. Particular moments of awareness evoke 
thoughts of this kind which at other times are dormant. 

Numerous articles on the theme of ‘50 years on, where do we 
now stand?’ have, appeared in print in recent weeks, one such being 
in this magazine. Among those in the mainstream press that caught 
my eye was one written by historian Correlli Barnett in the Daily 
Mail of April 29th. The article, referring to May 8th 1945, was 
headed ‘Was this the day when the decline of Britain started?’. 
Interested, I read on. 

What followed was something of a let-down. Back in the 1970s, 
the same writer brought out a book called The Collapse of British 
Power, in which he brilliantly analysed the psychology of 
liberalism which, gaining hold of the governing and intellectual 
classes in the years following the defeat of Napoloeon, came to 
undermine all healthy appreciation of national self-interest and 
common sense. Mr. Barnett’s thesis then was clear and to the 
point: the tendency of ‘losing our way’ began even before Queen 
Victoria ascended the throne. Throughout the Victorian period, 
myths and fallacies grew as to the foundations of our then dominant 
place in the world, and a sense of national complacency set in 
which assumed that that place would be permanent — without the 
urgency of national organisation and mobilisation to keep up with 
our rivals on the Continent and in the New World. The Victorian 
consensus, as Barnett pointed out, saw every great issue in terms 
of a morality of international decency and ‘fair play’. Indeed the 
globe was conceived as one gigantic extension of the playing fields 
of Eton, where the sporting ethics invented by the British could be 
made to prevail in all dealings between nations — gradually supp- 
lanting the ruthless realpolitik that had underlain our former 
expansion to empire and world power and which still was the 
dominating motif of Continental politics. It was more than a century 
of this type of thinking, said Barnett, that brought us to where we 
were in 1940, our puny army taking to the small boats at Dunkirk 
and our nation impotent to carry on the war except by the grace 
and favour of President Roosevelt and by Hitler’s decision to turn 
his forces around and march east. 

I myself wrote a glowing review of this superb book in 
Spearhead soon after it came out. Whilst not agreeing with the 
whole of the author’s case, I applauded him for recognising the 
main truth: that the rot in this country was deeply rooted, extending 
back to well over a century previously and curable only by a 
reversal of the policies and thinking of that entire epoch — thereby 
making a nonsense of the small-time party political arguments and 
rivalries of the post-1945 period. It was therefore with all the more 
disappointment that I read what the same author had to say a month 
ago. 

The gist of Barnett’s case was that Britain, in the 50 years 
following the defeat of Hitler, had been undermined by the Welfare 
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State. The newly elected Labour Government of 1945, anxious to 
fulfil its promises of the ‘New Jerusalem’, embarked on a lavish 
programme of national health and social security spending which 
could only be financed with the aid of massive loans from America. 
Barnett spoke of the ‘war socialism’ by which under Churchill’s 
coalition government ‘‘the state had assumed control over the entire 
economy, including an elaborate apparatus of rationing and 
allocations to ensure ‘fair shares’.’’ And he went on:- 


‘*To the Labour Party and other progressives like Sir William 
Beveridge, author of the famous Beveridge Report in 1942 on social 
security, this ‘war socialism’ offered a blueprint for peacetime. They 
believed that if central planning by the state could mobilise a nation 
to win a war then it could equally bring about an ideal society in the 
post-war era. 

‘*Planning became the catchword of the time. ‘Planning’ would 
ensure full employment in contrast to the chronic unemployment 
before the war. ‘Planning’ would ensure that every family was 
alloted a council dwelling, possibly in one of the tower-block estates 
portrayed in the romantic drawings of the Modern-Movement 
architects. 

‘*Yet the most enticing aspect of this vision of a New Jerusalem run 
by benevolent bureaucrats lay in the offer of a comprehensive 
national insurance scheme providing social security from crib to 
coffin, coupled with a completely free National Health Service.”’ 


The writer then proceeded to describe the enormous cost of the 
welfare system and its uncontrolled growth into the monster that it 
has become today, giving particular attention to the Health Service, 
noting the similarity between what left-wingers are now saying in 
protest against NHS cuts and what former Health Minister Aneurin 
Bevan was saying in 1950 in answer to a plea to him to make 
economies in the service. ‘‘Dental treatment and spectacles,’’ said 
Bevan, ‘‘must be refused, beds must be closed, staff dismissed, and 
waiting lists, already appallingly long, grow even longer.”’ 

Thus, summarised Barnett... 


‘*... the biggest single problem facing government today, the 
enormous welfare state budget, is the end product of the dream of 
New Jerusalem which had beguiled the British people in the months 
and years before VE Day.”’ 


The wartime Chancellor of the Exchequer, Sir Kingsley Wood, 
said Barnett, warned the War Cabinet what would happen to the 
system as envisaged in the Beveridge Report, saying:- 

‘‘The scheme is presented as contributory but depends upon a 
deficiency grant, which will grow in the course of time to immense 
proportions, from the general taxpayer. Acceptance of the complete 
plan involves a contract with millions of beneficiaries, the continued 
fulfilment of which would properly have to be, in good or bad times 
alike, a prior charge on the national resources.”’ 

Barnett concluded by saying:- 


‘Today, 50 years after the British people were looking to victory to 
reward them with New Jerusalem, we may regret that Sir Kingsley’s 
final measured warning to the War Cabinet was never heeded.”’ 


CLASSIC TORYISM 


Whilst the main emphasis of Barnett’s case in this article is upon 
the spiralling financial costs of the Welfare State, implicit in what 
he says is that, in addition to this, the whole system has come to 
encourage in the British population a ‘something-for-nothing’ 
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mentality, a belief that the state would look after everyone irres- 
pective of need or contribution, and that this would breed a race of 
people disinclined towards effort, initiative and self-betterment. 

All this sounds thoroughly familiar. It is in fact a presentation of 
the classic Tory argument, which has altered little in the half- 
century of peace since the ‘New Jerusalem’ was instituted. Stripped 
of trimmings, it boils down to saying that the cause of what has 
happened to Britain and her position in the world since 1945 is that 
too much money has been spent on making life too easy for too 
many people. If this is not quite a shifting of blame from political 
leaders and their policies onto the people as a whole, it is the next 
thing to it: an assertion that certain political leaders, by a policy 
that was misconceived in the first place, have made the people lazy 
and greedy and demanding of rights and privileges which 
subsequent leaders have nearly bankrupted the nation in their 
efforts to provide. It all sounds as if the governments we have had 
since approximately 1951 and right up to the present day would be 
justified in saying: ‘‘We have the highest interests of the country 
at heart, but we have been prevented from working for those 
interests by the selfishness of the people, whose demands for health 
treatment and other welfare are so excessive that they have eaten 
up all the money that we would otherwise have been able to spend 
on other worthy things. So don’t blame us for the nation’s troubles, 
blame the electorate!”’ 

This is perhaps a slight oversimplification of what Correlli 
Barnett is trying to say, but it is sufficiently close to post-war Tory 
thinking to be an apt caricature, albeit with the licence of 
exaggeration that all caricatures are allowed. Quite apart from the 
obsession with the abuses of the welfare state, there is also the 
tendency to see the main bulk of national ills as being of economic 
origin — another symptom of the preoccupation of the Tory mind 
with money. 

It is no part of my argument here to suggest that Barnett’s thesis 
concerning the welfare state getting out of hand is itself wrong. 
Looking at the burgeoning legions who now batten upon the system 
— including those millions who are drawn to it from abroad as well 
as the useless and the workshy in the indigenous population — no- 
one in his right mind could claim that that system is not in urgent 
need of overhaul. But to suggest that Britain’s post-war decline is 
mainly rooted in welfare-state extravagance and pampering is to 
throw all proper proportion overboard. These abuses are much 
more symptoms than causes of what has gone wrong. 


THE REAL BETRAYAL 


The post-war decline of Britain began long before the Welfare 
State had begun to get out of hand and long before any of its ill- 
effects on the population had become noticeable.. The subservience 
to the United States that has characterised all post-war government 
thinking certainly was not lessened by the financial bankruptcy that 
had resulted from the war and the loans thereby required to keep 
the country afloat, but it had its own quite independent impetus, 
coming as this did from the outlook of the British governing 
classes, of whom the Anglo-American Churchill was thoroughly 
typical. These classes, with a few exceptions, simply were 
incapable of conceiving a world in which British and US interests 
were not identical — a way of thinking never shared by their 
counterparts across the Atlantic. Somehow the idea had taken root 
that Roosevelt had brought his country into the war out of a 
dedication to ‘demahcracy’ and an entirely selfless impulse to 
rescue Britain from the mire into which she had landed herself, 
whereas the real truth was that the President and his shady backers 
were playing a quite cynical game of power politics in which 
Britain and her Empire were despised pawns, to be used as fodder 
in the business of destroying Hitler and then later raped and 
dispossessed when they had served that purpose. 

John Charmley, writing in The Spectator also on April 29th, had 
his own way of looking back to the war and its aftermath, and was 
nearer to reality than his fellow historian when he said:- 

‘“‘Churchill’s own views on the uses of victory were clear: British 


power would be maintained and her Empire secured; yet the conflict 
was to have precisely the opposite result. Roosevelt hated imper- 


ialism. His representatives encouraged Indian nationalism, and 
America’s presence gave hope to every anti-British rebel anywhere 
in the Empire...”’ 


It was very little time before Britain’s politicians in the post-war 
period started the process of imperial dismantlement which 
Churchill could not believe would come to pass. There cannot be 
any doubt that subservience to America which had been the 
consequence of financial bankruptcy brought on by our war policy 
played a major part in this policy. To quote Charmley again:- 

‘‘The Americans took their opportunity to drive a bargain which 

meant that Britain had to open up her Empire to American trade and 

to make her currency convertible into dollars; economic 

independence had gone. As Oliver Stanley, the Conservatives’ 

spokesman on economics, put it in December 1945, after listenting 

to a doleful discussion of why we had no alternative but to accept 

America’s conditions: ‘If a visitor were to come to London from 


Churchill, seen here with Roosevelt and Stalin at the Yalta 
conference. Our premier seemed to nurture the fantastic belief 
that his US partner was in the war to fight for Britain’s inter- 
ests and world position. 


Mars... he might well be pardoned from thinking that he was 
listening to the representatives of a vanquished people discussing the 
economic penalties of defeat’; and there is the tub.”’ 


THE ALTERNATIVE 


All this is perfectly true, but on face value it might be taken as 
a suggestion that post-war British political leaders had no alter- 
native to complying subserviently with the policy laid down by 
their wartime allies. That would be nonsense; they did have an 
alternative but they chose not to take it. They could have stood up 
and announced openly and honestly to the nation: ‘‘We are being 
pressured by the Americans to surrender our Empire and relinquish 
our position as a great power. Do you believe this is what we 
fought the war for? If you do not, you must support us in resisting 
this pressure.’’ Such a policy of resistance might well have necess- 
itated Britain continuing for some years on almost a war footing, 
with her economy carefully regulated and her people mobilised to 
maximum effort. Real leadership would have undertaken whatever 
policy was needed to maintain what the nation believed it had 
fought for the previous six years to defend, and from the beginning 
it would have been utterly frank with the people as to what was 
involved. Under far more adverse conditions Britain had survived 
crises in the past; under these conditions and with a will she could 
have survived again. 

But this was not what happened. Our political leaders deceived 
the people as to the reality of the Anglo-American relationship and 
the pressures it had imposed, and they set about surrendering the 
Empire while making a public virtue of the process. They first told 
the people that the Empire was simply evolving into a ‘Common- 
wealth’, which would be much the same thing under another name. 
They then set about taking that Commonwealth apart just as soon 
as it was seen to have served its purpose as a smokescreen hiding 
the destruction of Empire. The next stage beyond this was the 
process of railroading Britain into a united Europe. Again they lied. 
They made the European idea attractive by saying that it was 
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TRUTHS AND MYTHS 
ABOUT BRITISH DECLINE 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


simply intended as a trading arrangement and nothing more. They 
held out juicy prospects as to the increase in our export trade that 
would come from belonging to an enlarged market, while they 
conveniently avoided talking about the other side of the coin, which 
was that the British home market would be opened up to exporters 
from Europe — so that we would lose on the roundabouts whatever 
we might gain on the swings (in the eventual outcome we have lost 
much more). They also tried to persuade us that we had no 
alternative to going into Europe because the Empire and 
Commonwealth were no longer an option — conveniently avoiding 
mentioning that it had been their own policies that had brought that 
very situation about. 


West Indians arriving in Britain in the 1950s. The politicians 
said we must let them in on the grounds that they belonged to 
an Empire that those same politicians were busily destroying. 


It was these same leaders who, at just the time when they were 
selling our imperial birthright, instituted the policy of encouraging 
the settlement in this country of large numbers of coloured 
immigrants, firstly from the Caribbean and shortly afterwards from 
the Indian sub-continent. The settlement was defended by these 
leaders on the grounds that the immigrants had a right to come here 
because they were citizens of the Empire and Commonwealth and 
therefore ‘British subjects’ — this coming from the same politicians 
who at that very moment were busy getting rid of the Empire and 
Commonwealth. As one of them was telling us that lack of an 
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Empire was the reason why we had to go into Europe, another was 
telling us that possession of an Empire was the reason why we 
were obligated to open the doors of Britain to whoever in it wanted 
to come here! 

Few people need telling how Britain has suffered since from 
these policies which, while completely contradictory in principle, 
are in fact thoroughly complementary when seen as parts of a 
single plan for the systematic destruction of this country, its wealth, 
its power, its capability and its internal cohesion and harmony. The 
1980s and 1990s have witnessed the harvest of what was sown 
forty years previously. 


DISINTEGRATION 


Parallel with the policies of imperial surrender and racial self- 
destruction through immigration, there took place the process of 
disintegration in British society. This process had numerous 
strands, of which just a few might be mentioned. Beginning in the 
1960s, there was the subversion of British education, involving the 
scrapping of proven methods of teaching, the introduction of 
‘politically correct’ brainwashing techniques into the classroom and 
the lamentable undermining of the basic disciplines inherent in the. 
traditional teacher-pupil relationship. The result now is that the 
quality of education in Britain is among the lowest in the developed 
world — with all the consequences that has for our capability as an 
industrial country as well as a bastion of western culture. 

During the same years we have witnessed a terrifying rise in 
crime and a collapse of law and order. Part of the cause of this has 
been a change in the intellectual climate whereby ‘sympathy’ for 
and ‘understanding’ of the criminal have become the keynote rather 
than punishment and deterrent. Prisons have become holiday camps 
while the death penalty has been abolished completely. To say that 
penal changes are the cause of the present anarchy, however, is 
grossly to oversimplify. Education, the decline in morality 
aggravated by the abdication of the churches, and, not least, the 
qualitative deterioration of the British population, have all been 
important contributary factors. At the end of the day, all these 
things are symptomatic of government that has lost the will to 
govern. 

And playing its role in the destruction of education and of 
national moral standards has been that ever-growing juggernaut 
which we are accustomed to describing under the umbrella term 
‘mass media’. 20th century advances in the technology of 
communication have made the media probably more powerful in 
their influence on nations than any other institution. Yet by the 
default of government this power has been allowed to fall into the 
hands of people determined to use it for the purposes of political 
subversion, moral degeneration and national and racial suicide. 

The final factor that must be mentioned in any analysis of 
national decline is the steady erosion of Britain’s economic 
capacity. Denial of access to the markets and natural resources of 
Empire have been part of the cause of this, as also has been 
inferior performance in the workplace. But above all else, British 
industry has been allowed to collapse through the incompetence and 
neglect of government — by the latter’s lack of any positive 
industrial strategy or plan, by its failure of leadership and by its 
total absence of will to protect and defend the basic industries on 
which the nation relies for its survival. 


HOW DID IT HAPPEN? 


There are two theories as to how these things have come to pass. 
On the one hand there is the theory that everything has been by the 
design of those engaged in a gigantic conspiracy to destroy every 
vestige of British nationhood. On the other hand there is the theory 
that it is all the consequence of incompetence and muddle. It is not 
the place here to examine the merits of these respective points of 
view in any great detail. One thing, however, can be said. 

What students of politics call the ‘conspiracy theory’ is really 
nothing more than the interaction of political forces concerned with 
the science of power, and employing every weapon of power in the 
available armoury, including the weapon of deception. We should 
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not be surprised that deception is used in a contest of political 
power when we are quite accustomed to seeing it used in contests 
on the battlefield. 

There undoubtedly are forces which are bent upon the destruction 
of Britain as a nation. Has there ever been a prolonged period of 
history when there were not? And it is true to say that, in keeping 
with new developments in the science of warfare between nations, 
these forces operate largely within, rather than outside, this 
country. 

But with equal truth it must be said that the duty of British 
Government at all times is to defend the nation from its enemies, 
whether those enemies operate by military or political methods, 
whether they be external or internal. 

And the fact of the post-war period is that British Government, 
of whatever party hue, has failed to do this. Indeed, so impotent 
has one government after another been in the face of quite obvious 
threats to the well-being and survival of this nation, many British 
people have asked whether those governments, or at least influen- 
tial factions within them, have been on the side of Britain or on the 
side of those seeking to destroy her. 

Our post-war decline has, in essence, been due to a lamentable 
level of leadership, which has failed, in practically every depart- 
ment of national affairs, to govern the nation as a nation needs to 
be governed for it to prosper and be strong. 

The uncontrolled condition of the welfare state today is merely 
one of the many consequences of this misgovernment, but its role 
in national decline should not be overestimated. 

The welfare state idea always was one which, right from the 
beginning, needed to be carefully considered and its workings 
prudently regulated. In it, a balance had to be struck between the 
two potentially conflicting forces of social justice on the one hand 
and individual self-reliance on the other. This potential conflict 
called for a wise synthesis. No government in the last 50 years has 
been up to achieving that synthesis. This is not because of any 
inherent flaw in social welfare, but only because the quality of 
government needed to make social welfare work properly has been 
lacking. 

Just one aspect of this lack has been the failure to provide one 


of the essential backgrounds to a social welfare system that is both 
efficient and fair: a background of abundant opportunity of 
employment for all who want it. This means, simply, the marrying 
up of sensible social welfare policies with sensible economic 
policies. 

It is a monument to the incompetence of all post-war govern- 
ments that they have failed to achieve this necessary marriage. 
Governments will continue to fail to achieve it as long as they see 
employment opportunity in Britain as depending on unregulated and 
unstable international markets rather than on a regulated and stable 
home market, and upon money as an instrument for international 
speculation rather than as a means to provide internal investment 
and purchasing power. 

When the economy is organised to provide work for all who seek 
it, and in whatever area they wish to seek it, then will be the time 
when it will be relatively easy to decide who are the shirkers and 
the spongers of whom the welfare state must be rid. 

There is a further consideration. One very important part of the 
escalating cost of welfare, particularly in the region of health care, 
is the aging of Britain’s population. With our present alarmingly 
low birthrate, we have a decreasing portion of young and active 
needing to support an increasing proportion of old and inactive — 
and, in many cases, ill. With old people, through no fault of their 
own, being far more likely to need health care than young people, 
and with the nation’s average age continually creeping upwards 
because of the fashion of small families, rising health and welfare 
costs are inevitable. 

Nothing can be done to stop this tendency until there is govern- 
ment prepared to recognise the need for a higher national birthrate 
and to encourage this by every means possible. That is a matter of 
high-level national policy. 

So it may be seen that the welfare state is not itself the cause of 
our national ills, nor even an important one among causes. The 
cause is bad government and bad policies. When we get bad gov- 
ernment and bad policies, everything in the nation, the welfare state 
included, will be run badly. 

If we are to use wisely and constructively this moment for 
national stocktaking 50 years on from World War II, we had better 
start by appreciating this truth as the first requirement. 


REPATRIATION: ANOTHER VIEW 


part one of a two-part article by TONY LECOMBER 


JOHN GRAHAM in his March Spearhead 
article ‘Repatriation: A National Plan’ 
was quite right in several of his contentions 
but I suggest woefully wrong in a number 
of others. For instance, he says that 
‘‘certain parts of the Race Relations Acts 
will be dismantled.’’ Really? Only certain 
parts? And of course, all the way through 
the article are references to the most 
ridiculously long timescale that I’ve ever 
heard of in my life. Twenty to twenty-five 
years for repatriation? And eight and a 
half years before the first immigrant was 
compelled to leave? No, these times are 
just too conservative. I for one would like 
to see the programme carried out before I 
died of old age! 

But John Graham is of course quite right 
that opposition to our plans will be lessened 
if we make plain our intention of a phased 
programme of repatriation with financial 
benefits to those who are to be resettled 
overseas and not, as happens in some African 
countries, a simple round up of immigrants, 
with them loaded up onto lorries and ships 
and then simply kicked out of the country 
without any provision for their welfare. 


It may come as difficult for diehard 
Nationalists to swallow, but expulsion of the 
ethnic minorities without such provision and 
financial aids will simply not be accepted by 
the British people. Given that reality and 
given that, in the last analysis, even if we did 
begrudge the money, it would still be money 
well spent ifin doing so we could rid ourselves 
of the current race problem, then it is indeed 
sensible to think of exactly how it would 
work. And John Graham has therefore 
rendered a service in stimulating debate on 
this point. 


HOW IT WOULD WORK: 

FIRST ACTS 
I would suggest that the programme be 

carried out in the lifetime of just one 

Parliament and not the four or five advocated 

by John Graham. This would be accomplished 

in the following ways:- 

1) Because we can be sure that no government 
will do us the favour of creating any 
nationalist peers — and reliance on the 
Parliament Act in such circumstances is 
hardly an option — together, the two 
prerequisites for getting any legislation 


through (even with acommons majority), 
a BNP Prime Minister should create on 
day one three or four hundred peers to 
give the party a majority in the upper 
chamber (prior to the inevitable 
constitutional change that would have to 
be made regarding that house). 

2) Parliament would be recalled immediately 
after the election instead of waiting until 
after the recess. 

3) Government would rearrange its working 
hours and cut its long holiday times to just 
two weeks instead of the three to four 
months as at present (reduction of holiday 
times by itself would effectively give the 
BNP an extra ten to fourteen months of 
Parliamentary time over the lifetime of a 
single Parliament). 

4) Following the re-opening of Parliament 
by in all probability, the King and upon 
resumption of business, the 1948 
Naiionality Act and the Race Relations 
Act of 1976 and all their revisions would 
be smmediately repealed. This would 
happen on day one of the re-sitting of 
Parliament. Opposition party attempts to 
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REPATRIATION: 


ANOTHER VIEW 


obstruct legislation that the people had 
voted for would be dealt with by the 
frequent use of the ‘guillotine,’ cutting 
short their obstructions. Total elapsed 
time at this stage should be one or two 
weeks at the most. 

5) The victorious BNP Prime Minister would 
within the first week take to the TV 
screens to make the announcement that 
our programme of phased compulsory 
repatriation would begin just as soon as 
was practicable and that ethnic minorities 
here could in the meantime return to their 
homelands voluntarily and could 
immediately start making arrangements 
to sell their houses, cars, furniture, etc. 
unless they wanted to ship their possessions 
abroad, which of course they would be 
free to do. 

At the same time, the financial aid 
package for the ethnic minorities being 
resettled should be restated and it should 
be made clear that: - 

(a) This package applied to all those 
leaving voluntarily in advance of their 
individual notice-to-quit papers and 
there was therefore nothing to be gained 
in waiting it out. After all, particularly 
in the early stages, before the 
repatriation programme could be set in 
motion, voluntary repatriation would 
account for practically all those leaving. 
With this in mind, we certainly don’t 
want to do anything which may stem 
the flow! And, 

(b) Any persons from ethnic minorities 
arrested for civil disorder (or for 
anything else come to that) would lose 
their financial resettlement entitlement. 

As stated above, these opening measures 

would be enacted quickly and decisively. 
The national mood would be affected too 
by the decisiveness and pace of events, 
which would give people the impression 
of witnessing epoch-making events — as 
indeed they would be. Also, the sheer 
pace of these initial measures would: 

(i) send aclear signal to all that the old era 
of corrupt politics and national betrayal 
was over and, 

(ii) disarm and overwhelm our opponents 
with the speed of our actions, thus 
imparting a sense of inevitability, 
making harassing opposition futile and 
crushing its resolve to obstruct further 
the democratic will of the people. 

6) Parliament would set up the new Ministry 
for Repatriation, which would be given 
sweeping powers of action over and above 
other Ministries/bodies to cut through 
red tape and any institutionalised 
opposition or non-cooperation. 


THE RUSH FOR THE EXIT 

I have no doubt that the more astute of the 
minorities, mostly Asian, would have seen 
the writing on the wall and made their 
arrangements accordingly. And for others 
financially solvent, but who had been taken 
by surprise, there would be a mad stampede 
for the exits! The reason is plain. House 
prices and second-hand car, durable and 
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Fast, efficient and flexible. The modern jet aircraft could carry all Britain's 
unwanted immigrants back to their lands of ethnic origins. 


furniture prices would drop like a stone 
(through market flooding). Thus, the quicker 
they could effect a sale, the more money they 
would obtain. Then again, there would be a 
fear factor. Many wealthy immigrants might 
well fear that a BNP government would 
confiscate their assets so as to pay the passage 
of their more financially unfortunate brethren. 
These people would be very likely to sell 
everything quickly to an auction house to cut 
their perceived losses and effect a quick 
getaway. As for the rest (the majority), it is 
unlikely that they would be able to leave 
without assistance. Inevitably, the ministry 
for repatriation would have to expand into 
areas such as coordinating with auction houses, 
the civil authorities, ports and airports, all of 
which will have a big role to play in the 
scheme. 


THE PRICE 


In France, Jean Marie Le Penhas proposed 
a figure equivalent to £10,000 per head to 
help resettle France’s immigrants. The Black 
newspaper, The Voice has often reported that 
given the chance and a financial incentive 
most of Britain’s Blacks would be off like a 
shot! The only real question is ‘how much?’ 

In his article, John Graham suggests 
£4,000, plus 35 per cent of National Insurance 
contributions paid in, plus fares. While that 
is a sound and generous suggestion, there is 
one drawback. The up-front money which 
will grab all the attention is only £4,000, and 
while the more discerning immigrants will 
realise the significance of a refund of 35 per 
cent of National Insurance contributions, 
most will not. Let’s get this right, the financial 
package is a bribe. Firstly for the benefit of 
tender-minded whites and secondly for that 
of the immigrants themselves. Not just an 
inducement to go, but also as an inducement 
as to good behaviour until they go. £4,000 
just isn’t good enough. £4,000 could be had 
as the proceeds for a single riot and its 
subsequent looting. To be persuasive, we 
would have to look at a figure of £8,000 - 


£10,000 per adult and £2,000 - £3,000 per 
minor between the ages of five and sixteen 
(choosing the lower figure of five, since we 
don’t want to encourage an immigrant baby 
boom! ). There should be no talk of refunds of 
National Insurance contributions at all. 
Indeed, those sums paid in would go towards 
paying the larger headline-grabbing figures 
just mentioned. A typical one- or two-parent 
family would then have a lot to lose by being 
involved in any disorder. Additionally, 
government willingness to let some categories 
of immigrant prisoners serve their sentences 
in their families’ destination countries would 
also be a not inconsiderable incentive. Indeed, 
for certain categories of prisoners with limited 
time left to serve, an amnesty could be 
declared and the persons concerned could 
simply be deported immediately (without, of 
course, any hand-out). These incentives would 
be the carrot for the smooth working of a 
scheme of repatriation. In the circumstance 
described, there would be little likelihood of 
disturbance. The harder end of policy would 
be to make it absolutely clear that no disorder 
would be tolerated and that civil unrest would, 
if necessary, be met with lethal force. There 
would be none of the kid-glove tactics 
employed by previous governments. This 
would, I think, be taken seriously and as a 
result would have the desired effect. 

There may even be the possibility that so 
tempting would be the package on offer 
(which would have been extensively 
publicised) that some ethnic minorities may 
have actually voted for us, thus partly enabling 
the BNP to reach a position of being the party 
of government and able to implement policy. 


STAGE ONE 


The repatriation programme would be 
divided into just three stages. Stage One 
would begin just as soon as a new Ministry of 
Repatriation had been created and rules and 
procedures devised for its implementation. 
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Conceptual ideas devised by the BNP prior 
to government would form the basis for this 
and would considerably speed development. 
In fact, the main time delay would be in the 
staffing of the new Ministry and the training 
involved for staff to become familiar with 
the rules and procedures necessary for the 
repatriation programme. Staff in the new 
Ministry would be considered Whitehall’s 
élite — marked out for fast track promotion 
upon the programmes completion, ie. when 
the Ministry would be scaled down and staff 
channelled into other Ministries. The linking 
up of the new Ministry with other bodies/ 
Ministries by establishing lines of 
communication and computer access by the 
new Ministry to the computers of those other 
bodies should not take all that long, i.e. 
linking the computers of the new Ministry to 
those used for the provision of welfare 
benefits, police data banks and those used 
for VAT and income tax returns as well as 
ethnic minority data from the previous census. 
There would also be, no doubt, a certain 
amount of non-cooperation by those opposed 
to us. But with sufficient will — and officers 
with cross-Ministry executive powers 
dedicated to cutting through red tape, sacking 
the uncooperative and treading on toes where 
necessary, time should be cut to the minimum, 
perhaps a few weeks. 

At this point, one immediate problem 
which the new ministry would have to grapple 
with when drawing up the lists of those to 
repatriate would be: just how many people 


are we talking about? The truth is we simply 
don’t know — because the Government 
rightly fears the disquiet that the revelation 
would bring. The total number is very 
roughly the governments immigration figure 
plus all those born here to those immigrants 
over the last 35 years or so and their children 
and children’s children, ie. 2.1 million plus 
offspring plus illegal immigrants and their 
offspring. We can only guess at the figures, 
but, given the uncertainty, 5-7 million is a 
reasonable estimate. 

In the meantime, with the necessary legal 
niceties in place, ie. the repeal of the 
Nationality Act and the Race Relations Act, 
all ethnic minorities in sensitive positions 
would be required by law to vacate their 
posts. These positions could be decided later 
but would certainly include those within the 
Police, Armed Forces, Civil Service, all 
Broadcasting, both in TV and radio, local 
government administration and Parliament 
itself. At the same time, ethnic minorities 
would have their citizenship formally 
withdrawn, making explicit what was implicit 
in the repeal of the 1948 Nationality Act, and 
one consequence of that would be the 
withdrawal of their right to vote in any 
elections. 

All of this would mean a number of by- 
elections being triggered, both Parliamentary 
and at local Council level, as ethnic minority 
people become obliged to vacate their offices 
and seats. For the first time in decades, the 
(white) British people would vote free of the 


electorial interference of racial aliens. In 
practical terms, new electoral registers could 
not be compiled in time. The old ones would 
therefore have to serve, with the simple 
expedient that the election would be for 
whites only. White minority populations in 
areas like Brent and Southall could elect 
BNP candidates to office for the first time 
ever. 

At the same time, I believe that a new 
Nationality Act, a Bill of Rights and a new 
Treason Act should be legislated for. All 
specifically incorporating the idea of ‘race’ 
and ‘nation.’ These three new-era statutes 
would be set in stone, unlawful to revoke — 
the new British Constitution, the foundation 
of a new age — powerful and irreversible. 

The Treason Act would, I suggest, be in 
the finest traditions of international justice 
and be implemented retroactively. Race 
traitors would finally pay the price for their 
treasonand, some would even say, attempted 
genocide. One very good provision of such 
legislation should be the forfeiture of all 
assets upon a guilty verdict. These days, 
thirty pieces of silver is a lot of money. 
Literally billions of pounds would be raised 
for the new racial-nationalist state. This 
would enable additional spending to be made 
in many areas of vital concern, while some of 
it could even go to compensating the victims 
of the anti-racist hate campaign. 

With the writing firmly on the wall, 
voluntary repatriation would accelerate! 

TO BE CONTINUED NEXT MONTH 


VOICES FROM THE PAST 


A look at some old British folkways, by EDDY BUTLER 


WHEN THINKING of Anglo-Saxon literature 
(if at all in this day and age!), one usually 
remembers Beowulf, or Byrhtnoth’s epic stand 
at The Battle of Maldon. These heroic tales 
alongsidesuch priceless documents as the Anglo- 
Saxon Chronicles forms the backbone of our 
knowledge of this cradle age. There is also 
however, a rich supply of poems and riddles 
which often deal with the day-to-day trivialities 
of Old England. These surviving documents 
help to unmask thecharacter of our forefathers 
in a more vivid and personal way than do the 
heroic tales. Try as we might, it is difficult to 
picture accurately the sight of limbs cracking 
under the impact of battle axes, heads rolling 
on the grass, and least of all selfless heroic 
chieftains! Alas, we live in the age of the stanley 
knife and corrupt overlords. The heroic sagas 
can still stir our northern blood, but for 
familiarity, nothing can rival the riddles of Old 
Albion. 

Although written by monks, Anglo-Saxon 
literature was only rarely ofan ecclesiastic nature. 
Literacy and monasticism were synonymous in 
Saxon England, and if the monks had not 
transcribed these documents then they would have 
been lost to time. It is well to remember that the 
monks of this age were not of the same character 
as later models. Most married and lived normal 
healthy lives. These merry monks did not even 
baulk at recording the more ribald and lewd 
riddles which circulated in the feast halls! 

One of the most interesting poems is of a 
religious nature however. Called The Dream of 
the Rood, it is about the cross or rood upon which 
Jesus died. It was written in the form of a riddle 


with the wooden cross speaking. This made it a 
parable, easily comprehensible to the semi-pagan 
Anglo-Saxon. Interestingly, elements of the 
crucifiction story told in The Dream of the Rood 
have no Biblical roots but can be traced directly to 
tales about the Norse God, Baldur. Jesus is also 
referred to as Frey and as a leader of warriors. 
This is because Anglo-Saxon Christianity was the 
result of an organic fusion of the old ways with the 
new. It was partly because of this that William of 
Normandy received a Papal blessing to invade 
England in 1066. 

The Dream of the Rood can be found in a 
collection of Anglo-Saxon literature known as The 
Verccelli book. However, several verses were 
also carved in the ancient runic script, in the 
Northumbrian dialect, on the Ruthwell cross in 
Dumfriesshire, Scotland. 

The Vercelli book, together with The Exeter 
Book, and certain other sources compiled around 


- 1000, can be regarded as the English equivalent 


to the Norse Eddas. The rich oral tradition, passed 
around the feast halls by travelling skalds, was 
memorised by the monks, who would naturally 
have attended such functions, and later have been 
written down. 


RIDDLES 


Riddle-telling was a popular entertainent during 
the long winter nights. The answers were usually 
everyday objects or aspects of nature to which our 
ancestors were closely tied. Some surprisingly 
obscene riddles start by seemingly describing a 
delicate part of the anatomy, with the last line 
making it clear that the answer was in fact quite 
innocent. Doubtlessly this produced a round of 


laughter similar to that generated by the innuendoes 
of the ‘Carry on’ films today. Some things never 
change! Indeed some of the riddles contained in 
The Exeter Book must have been the corny jokes 
of the age. 

The following riddle was probably in 
circulation in the 8th and 9th centuries, and is 
particularly suitable fornationalist consumption... 

Men are fond of me. I am found everywhere, 
Brought in from the woods and the beetling cliffs, 
from down and from dale. In the daylight wings 
Raised me aloft, then into a roof’s shade, 
swung me in sweetly. Sweltered then 

by men in a bath. I am a binder now, 

Soon a thrasher, a thrower next: 

I’ll put an old fellow flat on the ground. 

A man who tries to take me on, 

tests my strength, soon finds out, 

If his silly plan doesn’t pall on him, 

That it is his back that will hit the dust. 
Loud in words, he has lost control 

Of his hands and feet, and his head doesn’t work: 
His strength has gone. Guess my name 

Who have such mastery of men on earth 
that I knock them about in broad daylight. 

The answer is Mead. Mead was the most 
common alcoholic drink used by our Anglo- 
Saxon and Norse forbears. The first few lines of 
this translation from Old English, describe its 
manufacture. The drink, once made, was left to 
fermeni for a few years, this is hinted at in line 
four The reference on line five to ‘sweetly’ refers 
to the honey used in the brewing process, the 
‘wings’ on line three refer to the bees. Unlike most 
modern beers, mead was potent stuff. The second 
half of the riddle clearly describes its effects! 
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AMERICAN DISSIDENT VOICES: 


The voice of white resu 


ONE OF the most 
encouraging developments 
for the white resistance 
movement over the last few 
years has been American 
Dissident Voices, the 
weekly radio programme of 
the National Alliance. 
American Dissident Voices 
is hosted by Kevin Alfred 
Strom, a member of The 
Alliance’s National Office 
staff who first began 
broadcasting in December 
1991, on shortwave radio, 
to America and the world. 
From one shortwave radio 
broadcast the Alliance has 
built its radio network to 
include both AM and FM 
stations as well as satellite 
broadcasts. At the current 
time of writing, the 
programme is on the air 
twenty-four times every week. 
The voice of racial patriotism 
reaches out to White people 
in all 50 states of America, 
every Canadian province, and 
every continent of the world 
except Antarctica. Recently, 
in order to raise money to 
continue increasing its radio 
network, the Alliance 
launched a new monthly 
publication for supporters of 
American Dissident Voices, 
entitled free Speech, which is 
available for a $40 
subscription. 

The use of radio broadcasts 
by the National alliance is an 
essential part of its strategy of 
developing an infrastructure 
that will enable it to break the 
death grip that the enemy 
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Kevin Strom pictured here in his studio 
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holds over white 

people through its - 
control of the mass 
media. The Alliance 
uses every medium 
possible to reach 
out to white people 
with its message of 
racial solidarity and 
renewal, and ADV 
plays an important 
part in this process. 
The response of 
white people to 
American Dissident 
Voices has been 
very encouraging. 
On a recent 
programme, Dr. 
William Pierce, the 
chairman of the 
National Alliance, 
stated that he 
believes ADV has a 
regular audience of 
around 100,000 
people; since the 
programme began, 
the National 
Alliance has 
received thousands 
of letters of support; 
every week, the 
programme 
generates hundreds 
of enquiries about the Alliance 
and orders for its books, 
which keep its staff very busy; 
radio stations which carry 
ADV also receive letters and 
phone-calls from listeners 
thanking them for 
broadcasting the programme. 
One of the drawbacks that 
ADV experiences is that radio 
stations often drop the 


Dr. Pierce, leader of the National Alliance 


programme after a few 
broadcasts because a certain 
minority group — whose 
actions are all too familiar to 
BNP members — intimidate 
the radio station owners and 
managers into cancelling their 
contracts. They often have to 
sign up three radio stations, 
on average, in order to gain 
one permanent addition to 
their network. Perseverance! 
has become the slogan of the 
Alliance National Office staff 
in their attempt to build their 
radio network. 

American Dissident Voices is 
very professional, and the 
programme attempts to both 
educate and motivate its 
listeners to participate in our 
struggle for racial survival and 
progress. The programme 
covers every matter of 
concern and interest to white 
people, and at times is 
extremely moving and 
inspiring, capturing the very 
essence of our struggle and 
the purpose and destiny of our 
race. The topics covered on 
the programme have 
included: racial and political 
history; philosophy; exposure 


of certain minority 
group activities; the 
consequences of 
racial integration; and 
the activities of other 
white resistance 
groups, including the 
BNP. 

For those involved in 
the production of 
American Dissident 
Voices it has been a 
long hard road. And 
really, the struggle for 
the hearts and minds 
of white people has 
just begun. The 
prospects for the 
continued success of 
ADV are extremely 
promising as more 
and more white 
people begin to wake 
up to the 
consequences of the 
multi-racial 
nightmare. For those 
involved in the racial 
struggle in Britain the 
success of Amencan 
Dissident Voices 
should serve to give 
us encouragement 
that there are still 
many thousends of 
white people who have not 
been brainwashed into 
supporting multi-racialism and 
the destruction of their own 
race. We should also be 
proud that our racial brothers 
in America have shown the 
initiative and the competence 
to try to break the 
stranglehold the enemy holds 
over the minds of our people. 
American Dissident Voices 
has been a breath of fresh air 
for the white resistance 
movement, and we in the 
BNP should wish our racial 
kinsmen in America every 
success in our common 
struggle for the survival and 
advancement of the white 
race. 

For anyone interested in 
finding out more about 
American Dissident Voices or 
purchasing copies of the best 
ADV programmes on cassette 
tape they can write to either:- 


Life Rune Books, BCM Box 
6089, London WC1N 3XX 
or 

National Vanguard Books 
Dept. SU, PO Box 33C 
Hillsboro, WV 24946, USA 
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THE PENALTY OF 
POWERLESSNESS 


JOHN MORSE looks at ‘Zimbabwe’ after 
fifteen years of ‘Independence’ 


IN 1980 Rhodesia’s whites surrendered 
power to its blacks. Today, in the bankrupt 
and decaying banana republic of 
‘Zimbabwe’ there remain from an original 
total of 250,000 only some 80,000 white 
residents. Following the much acclaimed 
‘triumph of statesmanship’ of Margaret 
Thatcher and her Tory Government in 
cynically manoeuvring Marxist terrorist 
to power, the rest quit. 

The immediate aftermath of so-called 
‘Zimbabwean independence’ witnessed a 
number of anti-white outrages. There was the 
inevitable tidal wave of crime, a form of 
pillaging and humiliating the helpless that 
always follows white abdication everywhere. 
There has also been the seizure of white farms 
under the pretext of ‘land redistribution’ 
(although a disproportionate amount of the 
land thus ‘nationalised’ has tended to end up 
in the hands of black politicians of the ruling 
ZANU-PF party rather than the landless 
peasants for whose benefit it was supposedly 
taken). There was also the Stalinist-style 
show trial on trumped up charges of ‘sabotage’ 
of a number of white officers who stayed on 
to run ‘Zimbabwe’s’ air force in the 1980s. 

However, for much of the time Mugabe’s 
régime has relatively speaking pulled its 
punches against the surviving old Rhodesians. 
No doubt Mugabe has had the animal cunning 
to see that too bad an image of black rule on 
their northern border might have had the 
effect of spurring resistance among South 
Africa’s whites to the handover of their own 
country and thus compromise this ultimate 
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nty-four years of missionary work. 


objective. 

But with South Africa now apparently in 
the bag Mugabe no longer seems to feel this 
restraint. The whites of ‘Zimbabwe’ are at 
his mercy and he need no longer hold back 
from punishing their weakness in time- 
honoured African fashion. 

In addition, of course, under his and his 
terrorist cohorts’ corrupt and incompetent 
rule the country is in the same shambles as 
every other ‘independent’ African state. It 
suits his books to channel popular resentment 
against a scapegoat, and who better than the 
rump of the old ‘Rhodeis’? 

These are no doubt the reasons why, 
according to a recent report in the Sunday 
Times supplement (30th April) by Christopher 
Hope, the régime seems now to have declared 
open season once more against the whites. 


INTIMIDATION OF WHITES 

One of the leaders of the pack is black 
‘entrepreneur’ Philip Chiyangwa, reputedly 
a relative of Robert Mugabe. 

Chiyangwa’s latest enterprise is the 
‘affirmative action group,’ an agitprop body 
whose function is to harass and intimidate 
whites. He launched this by circularising 
white businesses with notices threatening 
that they had better start giving jobs, money 
and promotion to blacks - “or else.” When 
asked by Hope, “or else what?” Chiyangwa 
apparently replied, “Rwanda.” 

In typical African style, when asked 
whether this did not amount to extortion, 
Chiyangwa claimed that extortion was taking 
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other people’s money. His AAG was only 
claiming back “what belonged to black 
Zimbabweans.” White people had grown fat 
onwhathe called, ‘black money.’ Overlooked 
was the fact not only that no businesses at all 
would exist without the whites, but also that 
there would be no such thing as money either, 
aconcept that never figured in African culture 
at all before white people introduced it! 

Chiyangwa openly boasts of having 
launched ‘direct action,’ including a notorious 
attack on a white-owned night club in 
downtown Harare. It seems that the students 
who took the place apart were acting under 
his incitement. 

Anti-white racial abuse and white-bashing 
sprees have in fact become the order of the 
day. The country’s tame media violently 
denounce the alleged ‘white stranglehold’ on 
the economy, the alleged white ownership of 
the best land, and most of all the alleged 
‘racism’ in the attitudes of white 
‘Zimbabweans.’ It does not help the latter in 
the least to proclaim their ‘Zimbabwean’ 
patriotism, no matter how slavishly. 
According to Hope, they are increasingly 
“held up to scorn, ridicule and even physical 
attack in Harare today.” (Even the name 
‘Harare’ as applied to the capital symbolises 
black take over and white humiliation. Harare 
used to be the name of the native township on 
the fringe of Salisbury. Today the city is 
Salisbury no longer, but ‘Harare’ instead). 


BLACK DICTATOR SETS TONE 

Setting the tone is Mugabe himself. He 
accused whites of “insulting blacks every 
day.” It was Mugabe who set in motion the 
process of ‘Indigenisation.’ The trouble from 
the whites’ point of view is that although the 
president proclaimed all ‘Zimbabweans’ to 
be indigenous he went on to remark that some 
were more indigenous than others. In short, 
official policy, as even a liberal like Hope 
admits, is really “racism in reverse.” 

To stoke up the paranoia, the Harare 
Sunday Mail has spouted lunatic nonsense 
about former Rhodesian whites planning to 
return to the country “in their hundreds of 
thousands.” Says Hope; “The paper alerted 
concerned readers to be ready to man the 
barricades and repel the racist invaders.” 

But however ludicrous it may look to the 
European mind this type of thing is taken up 
enthusiastically, especially by young black 
‘Zimbabweans.’ The frame of mind and the 
type of activity that it stimulates among 
suggestible and violent young Africans is 
having ever more dire consequences for 
whites. 


HOUNDING OF WHITES 

An anaesthetist, Dr. Richard McGown, 
was charged with manslaughter of his patients 
by experimental epidural injections of 
morphine. This set in motion a hysterical 
campaign of vilification against white doctors 
in general who, without names being named, 
were accused by leading ‘Zimbabwean’ 
politicians of plotting to infect blacks with 
AIDS and heart disease. The hapless McGown 
was pronounced guilty before his trial had 
even begun by the ZANU-PF Women’s 
League, which demanded his instant hanging. 
When the judge retired to consider his verdict, 
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THE PENALTY OF 


POWERLESSNESS 


students from the university of ‘Zimbabwe’ 
led by comrade Obey Mudzingwa (everyone 
in ‘Zimbabwe’ is now styled “comrade’) said 
that they would take drastic action of their 
own if the sentence was not to their liking. 
They would attack whites in the streets and in 
the process, they said, “We will perform 
epidural morphines(sic) and amputations.” 

The trial brought out another skeleton 
from Africa’s closet. As anyone who has 
lived in the dark continent for any length of 
time knows, the belief in magic and witchcraft 
is universal, as is their practice, among 
Africans of all classes and degrees in society. 
Dr. McGown was not only likened, as might 
have been expected, to “Doctors in Nazi 
concentration camps” and called a “messenger 
of death” by the prosecution. He was also 
described as a ‘demon.’ One placard borne by 
a demonstrator outside the court spelt it out in 
so many words. “McGown is a witch,” it 
proclaimed. 

No less a personage than the head of 
*Zimbabwe’s’ intellectual community at this 
point stepped forward to set his seal of 
approval on this line of attack. The principal 
of the university of ‘Zimbabwe’ demanded 
that the longstanding Suppression of 
Witchcraft Act, originally introduced by the 
British, colonial authorities, should be 
repealed. He suggested that the ancient tribal 
practice of “smelling out witches” should be 
revived! 

Another victim of the prevailing 
atmosphere of anti-white paranoia was 
Michael Blackhall, manager of the Sheraton 
hotel in Harare. A member of Parliament 
accused Blackhall of ‘racism.’ The Sheraton’s 
white manager was said to keep six fierce 
hounds locked in his room, with which he 
was planning to injure his African staff. At 
the end of 1994 he was deported. It was of no 
help to him that an official enquiry 
subsequently found that the allegations of 
‘racism’ were a pack of lies. 

Only one newspaper in the whole country, 
which folded soon after, reported the facts. 
Blackhall was in reality driven out because he 
refused to perform various favours for the 
ruling ZANU-PF party, which saw the hotel 
as a source of jobs for its boys and girls and 
other free goodies for its members. Blackhall 
wanted to run it as a business. 


WHITE LIBERALS GET COME 
UPPANCE 


Most interestingly and symptomatically, 
liberal whites are being singled out for insult. 
To their surprise and chagrin they are being 
lumped together with the old “Rhodies’ (Most 
of whom supported Ian Smith) of whom 
many still remain. These self-hating, racially 
masochistic elements, many of whom have 
made nice incomes for themselves under the 
new régime, were the original apostles of 
white powerlessness. They always derided 
the Rhodies as their intellectual and moral 
inferiors. 

Now they find themselves in the same 
firing line as all other whites. Much as they 
have tried to integrate themselves into the 
new order, they remain highly visible not 
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Chiyangwa: organising the intimidation and extortion of white owned businesses. 


only on account of their skin colour, but also 
because of their privileged living standards. 
Even Judith Todd, the daughter of former 
multi-racialist Southern Rhodesian Premier, 
Garfield Todd, one of the sickest of old 
Rhodesian liberals in her desire to see blacks 
boosted over whites, has been made to 
understand that in African eyes her former 
efforts to have her own race dispossessed — 
which landed her in prison under Ian Smith’s 
Government — count for little. The Sunday 
Mail accused her, just like other whites, of 
wanting to cling to what it called ‘white 
privilege’ and “fix things” to suit herself. 


STREET MOBS 


Meanwhile, gangs of young blacks have 
taken to roaming the streets looking for 
whites to bash. It did the liberal owner of an 
Italian restaurant in Harare little good that he 
had always thrown his establishment open to 
4 multi-racial clientele. The students of the 
university of ‘Zimbabwe’ still regarded Mr. 
Bernadini’s restaurant, Sandro’s, as élitist 
and ‘racist.’ When he tried to appease them 
by throwing it open to them and inviting them 
in they smashed it up. 

Meanwhile, President Mugabe lords it 
over ‘Zimbabwe’ in the usual manner of 
African tin-pot dictators everywhere. His 
residence in ‘Harare’ is guarded by a goon 
squad armed with submachine guns and rocket 
launchers. He cruises the country inan official 
cavalcade flanked by police and motorcycle 
outriders. Woe betide the motorist, especially 
if white, who does not respectfully pull over 
to the side of the road and stop as the 
presidential travelling circus passes by. 


PEOPLE WORSE OFF 

The regime presided over by this 
“megalomaniac surrounded by psychopaths” 
(to quote ex-premier Jan Smith) has inflicted 
nothing but poverty upon its black subjects. 
To quote Hope:- 

“As the black economist Wilbert Mukori 
recently observed, after 15 years of 
independence directed by a single party 
without serious opposition, when 
Government and parasitical industries and 
civil service departments, as well as major 
banks and pension funds, are staffed and 
run by black appointees, most people in 
Zimbabwe are worse off than ever.” 

The Indigenous Business Development 
Council (IBDC) is the body charged with 
Africanising the economy. More often than 
not, it seems, its initials are taken as standing 
for “I’m Busy Destroying my Country.” 

German Catholic missionary priest, father 
Oskar Wermter SJ, ascribed much of the 
scapegoating of whites to African self- 
contempt. “A beggar,” he wrote, “hates his 
benefactor as much as he hates himself for 
being a beggar.” Despite twenty-four years 
of missionary work on behalf of the natives of 
the country, he was denounced for this by the 
People’s Voice, a paper which championed 
the mutilation of whites on the streets of 
‘Harare,’ as an example to the “unrepentant 
white race.” He was, said the Voice “sunk in 
the sewers of racism.” 

‘Zimbabwean independence,’ the first 
‘triumph’ of Margaret Thatcher’s foreign 
policy, was supposed to usher in an age of 
racial harmony. But according to Christopher 
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF SUCCESS 


DR WILLIAM HURST explains how increased self respect 
can improve an individual’s political effectiveness 


ONE OF the most powerful weapons in 
warfare is the morale of the troops. Many 
great military strategists have 
demonstrated how psychological 
superiority often translates to military 
advantage in the field. History is full of 
instances where a small but determined 
army has, by virtue of its greater courage 
and confidence, defeated a vastly superior 
force. 

The same truism can be applied to the 
sphere of politics. Tiny revolutionary cadres 
have often wielded power far in excess of 
their numerical strength. 

Conversely, political systems of 
apparently overwhelming power have 
collapsed though their own loss of morale, 
undermining their will to survive. The most 
dramatic example of this is of course the 
recent demise of the communist system. 

The lesson for British National party 
activists is obvious: the greater our confidence 
in final victory, the more certainly that victory 
will come about. 

Enthusiasm for a cause is infectious — as 
anyone who has listened to a stirring speech 
by BNP leader John Tyndall or National 
Organiser Richard Edmonds will readily 
testify. One leaves such meetings feeling 
spiritually and morally uplifted, thanks to the 
sheer charisma and force of will 
communicated by these speakers. 

A similarly emotive effect can often occur 


English cricket team 1990s style. Their failure in the sport is reflected in their sloppy demeanor and scruffy appearance. 


through music. Anyone whoever doubts the 


fundamental destiny of the white race should 
listen to the fourth movement of Beethoven’s 


ninth (choral) symphony, Wagner’s Siegfried 


Idyll or Verdi’s Requiem. Then let them say 
whether the white race is worth fighting for! 

One of the most pernicious forms of 
mind-numbing prole-feed used by our present 
political masters is the ugly cacophony known 
as ‘rock’ music. This ‘music’ (or rather, 
noise) is played at deafening volume for the 
edification of morons. 

It is characterised by a thumping, 
repetitive drumbeat, electronically generated 
sound and the screeching wail of obscene 
lyrics delivered by drugged-up degenerates. 

It is rather sad that even some nationalists 
seem to enjoy listening to such perverted 
trash. Some self-professed ‘hard-line’ 
nationalists even enthuse about ‘nationalist 


rock bands’ — surely a contradiction in 
terms. 
UNNEEDED BAGGAGE 


The simple truth is, if we want to create 
a true ‘psychology of success’ we must 
abandon the cultural and ideological baggage 
of the degenerate political regime under which 
we are currently governed. 

This applies to the music we listen to, the 
television programmes we watch and above 
all to our standards of dress, appearance and 
behaviour. 

One of the depressing symptoms of the 
degeneracy of modern British society at 


present is the sight of young men walking 
around with long hair or pony tails and 
scruffy ‘hippie’ type clothing. 

I recently confronted one such individual 
at an informal ‘social’ following a BNP 
meeting. How did he square his outlandish 
appearance with his professed admiration for 
‘hard-line’ pre-war nationalist regimes? Under 
such a system his long hair and scruffy attire 
would have immediately marked him out for 
incarceration in a labour camp. 

His somewhat lame excuse was that ‘Our 
Viking forbears had long hair.’ the Vikings 
were also known for rape and pillage, buy 
this is hardly an excuse to copy such 
behaviour. 

If we accept that the present woes of 
Western civilisation are at least partly a result 
of the catastrophic events of 1939-45, then 
logically we should examine the period 
immediately before this date as a model for 
standards of civilised behaviour. 

What kinds of behaviour were admired in 
the inter-war years? Admittedly, even in that 
period could be seen the beginnings of alien 
degeneracy which now saturates western 
society, but the vast majority of people still 
accepted the traditional civilised values: 
honesty, discipline, hard work, courtesy, 
punctuality, respect for authority, smartness 
of dress. 

To these qualities might be added the 
political virtues of patriotism and racial pride. 
Contd. overleaf 
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THE PSYCHOLOGY 


OF SUCCESS 


These last two values are certainly held by 
all BNP supporters, along with the virtue of 
honesty. But we must make a particular effort 
to display the other qualities mentioned, 
particularly discipline and good standards of 
dress. 

The importance of dress standards is 
clearly understood by our political opponents, 
who (if we discount the obvious clowns and 


wie 


party’s funds. 


Have you joined the Welling Club? _ 
The Welling Club is a special group that has been formed for the purpose of _ 
_ raising money for the British National Party. Membership is open to all persons, 
whether or not BNP members, willing to contribute £20 each month to the 


losers of the anarchist left) wear the clothing 


of professional people, ie. Business suits. 
This signifies to the public that they take their 
job seriously and can be trusted with the 
serious business of power. 

Assuming that the BNP is similarly in the 
business of serious politics, then there is 
simply no excuse for poor standards of 
appearance. 

The maintenance of high standards of 
personal motivation, behaviour and 
appearance are the keys to building the 
psychology of success that is an essential part 
of the BNP’s struggle for power. 


Welling Club members will be sent regular bulletins informing them of 
progress in achieving various BNP projects for which their donations are 
__ required. They will also be entitled to attend, free of charge, an annual club 
_ dinner addressed by the BNP Chairman. _ 

Those wishing to join the Welling Club should apply, sending their initial £20 

_ contribution (made out to the British National Party), to PO Box 117, Welling, 


_ Kent DA16 3DW. 


THE PENALTY OF 

POWERLESSNESS 
Hope the facts are otherwise. The whites 
have given up their power; they have handed 
their country over anda large number of them 
have stayed on to carry on contributing to the 
economy — many of them have tried to 
ingratiate themselves with the country’s new 
black overlords. It has all failed to win them 
a single brownie point. On the contrary, 
according to Hope, “It is a fact that white 
Zimbabweans have never been so detested by 
their black countrymen.” Indeed, the more 
sycophantic they have been the worse they 
seem to have fared. 
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MADHOUSE 


‘Zimbabwe’ today is a madhouse with the 
lunatics in charge. But this is entirely par for 
the course in ‘Independent’ Africa. There is 
not a single detail in Hope’s picture of 
‘Zimbabwe’ which was not predicted by the 
now despised white ‘Diehards’ who opposed 
black ‘majority rule’ in the past because they 
knew where it would lead. They had seen it 
all before wherever majority rule had come 
about. There was no reason at all to think that 
‘Zimbabwe’ would be different. 

It is not to the credit of the mass of whites, 
whether in Rhodesia or beyond, that despite 
all the lessons of experience they were, and 
seemingly remain, incapable of learning the 
elementary lessons. 


IS THIS ONE 
OF THE LAST 
ACTS OFA 
DYING 
SYSTEM? 


The English cricket team in the 1950s. 
Their smartness, self confidence and self- 
discipline off the field contributed to their 
sporting success. 


FREEDOM VIDEOS 
For your copy of our latest catalogue of 
nationalist, revisionist and music 
videos (VHS) send two first-class 
stamps to :- Freedom Videos, Box 1, 
Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our 
magazine is not enough to cover 
production and administrative 
costs. Wethereforerely on regular 
donations from our supporters so 
that we may remain solvent. 

Because of the controversial 
nature of the opinions expressed 
in thesecolumns, we have found it 
impossible to induce wholesale 
distributers to handle our 
magazine. It is therefore not to be 
found on sale in high street 
newsagents or bookshops. Hence 
our need for additional financial 
support. 

Please send all contributions to: 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 
3DW. Please note that receipts 
arenot normally sent for donations 
of less than £10 unless specifically 
requested, in which case an SAE 
would be much appreciated. 


IN the current pronouncements of the 


cent who, having unearthed some of the 


world as if they are his own invention. 


ing the 1995 Spectator/Allied Dunbar 


wards. His subject was the individual- 


was sometimes an early hallmark of left- 
wingers, and then said:- 


‘*The reaction of the Right, after the 
advent of Mrs. Thatcher, was to stress 
the notion of the individual as against the 
state. Personal responsibility was 
extolled. But then a curious thing 
happened. In a mirror of the Left’s 
confusion, the Right started to define 
personal responsibility as responsibility 
not just for yourself but to yourself. The 
economic message of enter-prise — in the 
early 1980s — became a philosophy of 
‘get what you can’. Respon-sibility was 
limited to obeying the law.”’ 


Blair went on to speak of the place of 
the individual ‘‘within the wider society” 
and said that:- 


‘¢... It is in the search for this different, 
reconstructed relationship between indiv- 
idual and society that ideas about 
‘comm-unity’ are found... It accepts that 
we are better equipped to meet the forces 
of change and insecurity through 
working together. It provides a basis for 
the elements in our character that are co- 
operative as well as competitive, as part 
of a more enlightened view of self- 
interest.”’ 
And:- 
‘*Duty is the cornerstone of a decent 
society. It recognises more than self. It 
defines the context in which rights are 
given. It is personal; but it is also owed 
to society. Respect for others, 
responsibility to them, is an essential 
prerequisite of a strong and active 
community. It is the method through 
which we can build a society that does 
not subsume our individ-uality but allows 
it to develop healthily. It accords instinct 
with common sense. It draws on a 
broader and therefore more accurate 
notion of human nature than one 
formulated on individual self-interest... 
‘‘The rights we receive should reflect the 
duties we owe. With the power should 
come the responsibility. This principle 
applies to us as individuals. We should 
take responsibility for our own actions, 
for our family. These are ‘negative 
duties’, not to infringe the rights of 
others. But positive duties exist also, 
towards the broader community.”’ 


Blairite Labour Party there is something of 
the wonderment of the intellectual adoles- 


eternal verities, is proclaiming them to the 
On the 22nd March Bambi was deliver- 


lecture, extracts of which were reproduced 
in The Spectator magazine three days after- 


centred society that had taken root during 
16 years of Tory Government. Speaking of 
duty and responsibility, he acknowledged 

the muddled thinking over such things that 


Labour discovers ‘duty’ 
but still gets it wrong 


BAMBI 
Using BNP phraseology with little under- 
standing of what it really means. 


A CONVERT OR NOT? 

Much of this could have, and has, come 
straight out of the mouths of nationalists 
and been put on record as representative 
of the doctrines of the BNP. That the 
leader of the ‘new-look’ Labour Party now 
seems to be stealing our clothes is a 
flattering thought. But let us not think that 
Bambi is yet on our side. When he speaks 
of ‘duties ... towards the broader 
community’, it is pretty certain that he 
means something other than what we 
mean. 

Perhaps the key phrase is where he talks 
about ‘negative duties’ being duties “‘not 
to infringe the rights of others.”’ These 
‘rights of others’ as the Labour Party, 
even in its reformed state, would regard 
them would no doubt include all the old 
politically correct sacred cows: the rights 
of homo-sexuals to be treated the same as 
anyone else and even to proselytise for 
their own life-style; the rights of women to 
have abortions, even if this contributes to 
the sterility of the race; the rights of 
junkies to get their fixes; the rights of new- 
age travellers to cause a public nuisance; 
the rights of conscientious objectors not to 
defend their country; the rights of every 
Tom, Dick and Harry from anywhere in 
the world on Monday to settle in Britain 
and on Tuesday to qualify for a house, 
social security and the vote. We have not 
yet heard from Bambi any pronouncement 
that these ‘rights’ have been written out of 
Labour policy, and if the declarations of 
his party colleagues are anything to go by 
they are still very much unchallenged 
articles of faith. This is what makes their 
leader’s talk of duties sound little more 
than hollow rhetoric. If we have a duty not 
to infringe these ‘rights’, just what duties 
are there left that mean anything? 

In a truly duty-bound society, duties 
have to do with much more than merely 
the obligation not to interfere with ‘rights’; 
they find their expression in allegiance to 
something higher. This was what was 


JEFFREY 
TURNER 
comments 


envisaged in the Prussian concept of 
pflicht: a duty to serve, to place the 
general good above the individual good 
and to live a life conducive to that general 
good — which meant a life not merely law- 
abiding but one of discipline, of loyalty, of 
patriotism, of allegiance to community and 
nation. 


TRUE MEANING OF COMMUNITY 
And this is the best point at which to 
contrast Tony Blair’s ideas of ‘duty’ with 

our own. He talks of duty towards ‘‘the 
broader community.”’ But of what ‘comm- 
unity’ is he speaking? 

Merely locating so many people in a 
defined geographical area, making them 
subject to the same laws, putting them on 
a common electoral roll and placing them 
within the jurisdiction of the same local or 
national government does not make those 
people into a ‘community’. Something 
additional is required to give such people 
the instinct and will to think and act 
together in pursuit of a common interest. 
There must be a contract of shared 
loyalties, ideals, ethics, standards, civic 
values, ways of thinking and of living. 
These binding attributes are best expressed 
in the word ‘kinship’. 

Kinship of the closest kind is found in 
the immediate family, where ties of mutual 
obligation are — or most certainly ought to 
be — strongest of all. Next in closeness is 
the extended family: grandparents, aunts 
and uncles, cousins, in-laws. Next, there 
are friends and neighbours of immediate 
acquaintance. Beyond these there are the 
larger units with which it is our nature to 
identify: town or village, county, region, 
finally — nation. 

And of all of these things meant by the 
term ‘community’ none has any firm 
foundation if it is not defined by links of 
blood and sentiment, for without those 
links ‘community’ can only be something 
imposed; it has no natural basis. 

Not the least of impulses giving rise to 
communal thought and action is the 
percep-tion of an external threat or 
danger, even merely of external 
competition. An ‘Us’ versus ‘Them’, which 
is always a necessary precondition of 
internal solidarity. This is why no 
‘community’ as defined in Labour Party 
thinking can ever be more than just a 
phrase. Labour is against nationality 
(except as merely something defined by a 
piece of paper). It is against kinship, race 
— everything that truly units and binds. 
Labour is for ‘One World’, by reason of 
which its psychology is incapable of 
conceiving anything ‘external’. 

That is why Labour can never truly 
embrace ‘duty’ as we know it. 
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The Editor 
'Spearhead' 
FPO Box 117 
Welling 

Kent DA16 3DW 


LETTERS 


SIR: A little jingle in keeping with the 
times:- 
The Major Bird 
Says every word 
It’s ever heard, 
Quite undeterred 
If the meaning’s blurred 
And it sounds absurd. 
I think we erred 
When we preferred 
This Major Bird 
To a Mynah Bird. 
(Dr.) MICHAEL TOPHAM 
Canterbury, Kent 


SIR: I have just read Paul Andrews’ article 
‘The Battle for Hearts and Minds’ (May 
issue). This is an analysis wholly relevant to 
the nationalist struggle in Britain. Not only 
does Mr. Andrews write clearly and to the 
point, here is an uplifting discussion to 
‘boost the morale of patriots everywhere! 

Could that more articles be of the same 
stuff. 
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PETER SHEPHERD 
London S.E. 


SIR: Like millions of British people up and 
down the country, I celebrated VE Day on 
the 8th May. I celebrated the achievements 
of our once-great forces and our once-great 
country. I stood in silence to pay my 
respects to all the members of our families 
who gave their lives fighting for our futures. 
Then reality hit me. 

On the 8th May 1945 we had Victory in 
Europe. On the 8th May 1995 we have 
unemployment, destitution, murder, 
mugging, drugs, a foreign invasion 
(through immigration), inflation, corrup- 
tion and pollution. From victory in Europe 
50 years ago we now have a country that is 
slowly surrendering all its powers to the 
European Union. Unelected European 
bureaucrats can now overrule almost any 
decision made by the so-called ‘British’ 
Government. 

This leaves me asking the question: Is 
this what our fellow-countrymen of half a 
century ago fought and died for? 

DAVID KING 
(Inner E. London Organiser, BNP) 
London E.2 
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SIR: Remember those halcyon days when 
Britain made the most prestigious, luxurious 
car in the world? Not anymore. Rolls Royce 
will shortly cease to manufacture its own 
car engines and instead fit its cars with 
BMW ones. That remarkable engineer Sir 
Henry Royce (1863-1933) would turn in his 
grave. 

Imagine if you could go back to 1945 and 
ask some of the old sweats returning from 
the war what they would say if fifty years 
hence Rolls Royce cars would have German 
engines. You would have received a varied 
range of interesting (though unprintable!) 
replies. 

S. HENNING 
Bournemouth, Dorset 


SIR: Amidst all the euphoria surrounding 
the anniversary of VE Day, an interesting 
item appeared in The Sunday Times of May 
21st. It concerned the war experiences of 
William Douglas-Home, younger brother of 
later Premier Sir Alec, who as a young 
lieutenant got himself into all sorts of 
trouble for his lack of enthusiasm for the 
conflict. Refusing to fight in the front line, 
he was court-martialed. In his defence he 
said that he had travelled to Germany in 
1939 and met German army officers. He 
found that Germany was ‘‘a great European 
nation defended by an army of professional 
soldiers and men with a lot of honour and 
love of country.’’ He went on to say that: 
‘*A week later I returned to hear Churchill 
describe these gallant officers as ‘Nazi rats’. 
I viewed with still deeper suspicion the 
moral integrity and mental courage of 
politicians.’’ He accused Churchill’s war 
cabinet of thinking it was engaged in a 
‘*Saturday afternoon skirmish against a band 
of ill-equipped... dervishes.”’ 
The speech culminated in a limerick that 

the defendant had written, which went:- 

An elderly statesman with gout, 

When asked what the war was about, 

In a written reply 

Said my colleagues and I 

Are doing our best to find out! 


T.L. CLIFTON 
Horncastle, Lincs. 


SIR: In last month’s editorial mention was 
made of the fact that the flying of the Union 
Jack was officially ‘discouraged’ during the 
Queen’s recent visit to Ulster so as not to 
‘offend’ local. republicans, and that maybe 
the flying of the national flag would become 
a criminal offence in this country. 

In some places it already seems to be. 
For example, a few weeks ago it was 
reported that a young woman in Hampshire 
had been served with an enforcement notice 
by her local planning authority for daring to 
fly the Union Jack outside her cottage after 
a complaint from an ‘anti-fascist cam- 
paigner’. Furthermore, the woman was 
warned that continued display of the flag 
constituted a criminal offence which could 
be subject to very punitive fines. The really 
telling point was that the same authority was 
not minded to take similar action against a 


nearby Italian restaurant flying the Italian 
tricolour. 

What does it say about the state of this 
country when one may not fly the red, white 
and blue but may fly the flag of a foreign 
power, and where it seems almost mandat- 
ory for public bodies to hoist the emblem of 
the European Union — an act insulting and 
provocative to the majority of the British. 
public? 

MALVERN TIPPING 
Framlingham, Suffolk 


SIR: In a certain provincial town an antique 
dealer of my acquaintance displayed in the 
window of his shop an old American 
cartoon print which dated from the 1890s. It 
showed ten piccaninnies and was captioned 
‘Alligator Bait’. 

Passers-by found it hilarious but one 
woman burst into the shop shouting that it 
was Offensive and should be removed. The 
shop-owner refused, and a short while later 
a police constable appeared. He said that 
complaints had been made about the cartoon 
and it might be best if it were displayed 
inside the shop. 

Even this wasn’t good enough for Mrs. 
Angry, and after another visit from her a 
second constable called. This time the 
cartoon was taken away to be examined by 
the ‘Race Relations’ Thought Police. 

It was returned a week later. The Thought 
Police were divided but had decided that, as 
the item was an antique, it didn’t really 
come within their jurisdiction. 

Later some youths bought the picture and 
that was the end of the matter. 

It’s interesting to learn that a police force 
as overstretched as that in this country at the 
present moment still has time to waste on 
such trivia. 

MATTHEW ARMITAGE 
London N.W.11 


SIR: Last month we heard that two police- 
men and one policewoman were on trial for 
manslaughter because the illegal immigrant 
black woman they were obliged to restrain 
forcibly when she violently resisted arrest 
went and died on them. 

The morning after, on Radio Four, we 
heard that the great majority of children in 
Birmingham excluded from school for indis- 
cipline were Afro-Caribbean, and that they 
resorted to burglary and vandalism. There 
was no suggestion from the Radio Four 
interviewer that the children should not 
merely be excluded from school but they 
and their parents excluded from Britain. 

M.F. INGRAMS 
Orpington, Kent 


SIR: Lady Thatcher is now having a go at 
John Major for not defending British sover- 
eignty against the encroachments of the 
European Union. Now just who was it who 
as Premier signed the Single European Act, 
which was designed to deprive parliament of 
its powers and transport them to the 
Continent? . 
(Mrs.) A. MERRIMAN 
Letchworth, Herts. 


BNP BOOK SERVICE (PHONE AND FAX 0181-316-4721 


154 UPPER WICKHAM LANE, WELLING, KENT DA16 3D 
NORMALLY OPEN MONDAY TO FRIDAY 10.00am. TO 5.30pm. 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 


ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE. £8.95 (paperback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. 
A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 
BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and their 
effects on the events of ancient history, written in the 
light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 

BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout 
and Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeared 
in 1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 


* BELL CURVE (Richard J. Herrnstein & Charles 
Murray) £25.00. This book, which has aroused 
enormous controversy, deals with differences in 
intellectual capacity among people and groups. Although 
aimed primarily at an American audience it has world 
wide significance. 1994, xxvi, 845pp. 


BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large pages. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 7Opp. 

BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: INDEPENDENCE OR 
EXTINCTION (Prof. Stephen Bush) £1.00. A strong 
plea for British independence from EC bureaucracy. 
1990, 19pp. 


* BRITISH, THE (M.I. Ebbut) £1.99. A classic 
retelling of the stories of legendary British and other 
European heroes, such as Beowulf, Sir Gawayne, 
Chuchulain, Hereward, Roland and Robin Hood. 1910 
(rep. 1994), 31 1pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 


* CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£12.50. A study of the organisations and individuals 
seeking to suppress the historian David Irving’s freedom 
to travel and communicate and of the smear campaign 
against him. The book relates largely to Mr. Irving’s 
efforts to get into Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 
CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 

CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John 
Charmley) £30.00. This massive work follows in the 
footsteps of David Irving in his Churchill’s War in its 
demolition of the myth of Churchill as a great national 
leader. The author is in fact less personally scathing in 
his treatment of his subject ‘ian is Irving, even stating 
that Churchill was a ‘great man’. Nevertheless, the book 
highlights our war Premier’s overweening personal 
ambition and is particularly critical ofhis failure to come 
to an agreement with Hitler after British forces had been 
defeated in Europe in 1940. A valuable new contribution 
to revisionist history. 1993, 742pp. 

COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. A welcome reissue ofa vitally important 
book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and 
lack of political realism brought about Britain’s 20th 
century decline in the political, industrial and military 
fields. 643pp. 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 


Here is the latest list of our books. The prices 
given in each case do not include postal charges, 
which should be estimated by calculating one 
eighth the total value of the order, except in the 
case of overseas orders, where those about to 
order should first enquire. Money should be 
enclosed with all orders. All cheques or postal 
orders should be made out to the BNP Book 
Service only, and should not be included in 
remittances sent to associated bodies for other 
items. Orders are likely to be dealt with more 
quickly if ‘BNP Book Service’ is marked on the 
envelope. Please send all orders to our mail order 
address, which is: PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. 

New titles are marked with stars * 

Please note this fact, which is of great 
importance: the books sold through the BNP Book 
Service are written by many different kinds of 
authors holding a number of different political 
viewpoints, very few of them being in any way 
connected with the British National Party. The 
party’s Book Service distributes these books 
because it is felt that they fill important gaps in 
public information and understanding of vital 
national and international issues. This does not 
mean that all of what is printed in these books 
Should necessarily be taken as representative of 
the policies of the British National Party. We 
reserve the right to differ with some of the 
authors on some parts of their writings. 


brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 


CONTROL OF THE COMMUNICATIONS MEDIA 
AND CONDITIONING OF THE PUBLIC MIND 
(Col. B.S. Turner) £9.75. An updated version of 
articles appearing in On Target newsletter. Packed with 
facts about the ownership of the media and their political 
bias. 1992, 34pp (A4). 


CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. A reprint of an important work on the money 
power and its threat to the freedom of mankind. The 
author was a distinquished RAF officer and active 
nationalist. 1956, rep. 1992, 72pp. 

DEALING IN HATE: THE DEVELOPMENT OF 
ANTI-GERMAN PROPAGANDA (Dr. Michael F. 
Connors) £2.50. The writer destroys the fallacy of a 


warlike Germany and examines the methods used to 
promote the myth. 1966, 40pp. 


DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) £1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes 
the holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 
28pp. 

DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide 
attention, dealing as it does with racial problems in 
America and not just simply the black-white situation. 
2nd edition 1981, 613pp. 


ELITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £11.75. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 

FACING THE ABYSS (A.K. Chesterton) £1.00. A 
graphic portrayal of the decay of our political and social 
life by one of the outstanding figures of post-war British 
Nationalism. 1976, 118pp. 

FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “‘...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 


FRAUDULENT GOSPEL, THE (Bernard Smith) 
£2.95. The third edition of a devastating exposé of the 
World Council of Churches and its support for 
communism and terrorism. 1991, 168pp. 


FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Baimbridge and Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain’s membership of the European 
Community — from the Campaign for an Independent 
Britain. 1992, 69pp. 


GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
GLOBAL TYRANNY... STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the UN is being developed as an 
omnipotent global government, suppressing national 
identities and human rights. The author is senior editor 
of The New American and a John Birch Society officer. 
1992 xvii, 350pp. 
GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 
GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well-written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada. 1985, 95pp. 

Contd. overleaf 


NEW TITLES 


THE 


Intelligence and Class Structure 
in American Life 


Laszlo F. Thomay 


The big book ofthemoment, A new addition to the race 
this has had enormous’ debate. Shows the natural- 
media publicity. ness of ‘racism.’ 


THE NATURAL LAW OF 


RACE RELATIONS 


SECRET 
SOCIETIES 
amd 


SUBVIARSIVIS 
MOVIZIMIZININS 


Recent new edition of a 
famous old book, a classic 
on its subject. 
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HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. This latest work by a well-known 
advocate of monetary reform deals also with secret 
politics, media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘new world order’. 1993, 233pp. 

HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. A revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler’s Germany 
1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 1991, VI, 857pp. 
HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £5.95. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 


HOLOCAUST DENIAL: NEW NAZI LIE OR NEW 
INQUISITION? (Alexander Baron) £8.50. An 
independent libertarian researcher defends the rights of 
holocaust revisionists and exposes the lies of the 
individuals and organisations seeking to suppress free 
enquiry on the subject. Packed with facts and quotations. 
1994, 179pp. 

HOLOCAUST ON TRIAL, THE (Robert Lenski) 
£14.20. The story of Ernst Zundel’s second trial, with 
illustrations and verbatim extracts from the transcript. 
1990, iv, 544pp. 

HOLOCAUST STORY AND THE LIES OF 
ULYSSES, THE (Paul Rassinier) £7.75. A socialist 
ex-inmate of Buchenwald and Dora concentration camps 
destroys the holocaust legend. Rassinier was decorated 
for his work in the French Resistance, so this is one 
revisionist they can’t smear. 1978, xviii, 447pp. 
IMPERIUM (Ulrich Varange) £15.00. One of the 
most important nationalist philosophical books of the 
post-war period. The author, whose real name was 
Francis Parker Yockey, rejects Marx, Freud and other 
‘culture distorters’ and demolishes the whole ideology 
of ‘liberalism.’ Originally published 1948, 625pp. 
INNOCENT IN DACHAU (Joseph Halow) £13.00. A 
revisionist view of the Dachau war crimes trials by a 
Lebanese American who served as a court reporter. The 
book is based on the author’s own experiences and on 
subsequent archival research. 1993, IV, 337pp. 

I.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.20. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 

IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary onan 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 
1983, 94pp. 

LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 
1980, 246pp. 

LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in 
effect, testified that such installations could not have 
existed in German occupied Europe before or during 
1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 

LIARS OUGHT TO HAVE GOOD MEMORIES 
(Alexander Baron) £4.99. An exposure of the lies and 
crimes of the Searchlight ‘mole’ Ray Hill and a demolition 
of his ridiculous book The Other Face of Terror. 1994, 
128pp. 

MAMMON VERSUS GOD (Dr. Kitty Little) £1.00. 
Describés how financial interests are promoting the 
destruction of nationhood. 1993, 30pp. 

MATTER OF LIFE OR DEBT, A (Eric de Mare) 
£4.75. A distinguished architectural historian examines 
the flaws in our financial and banking system and offers 
a remedy based on the ideas of C.H. Douglas. 1983, 
140pp. 

MERRIE ENGLAND, 2000 (Colin Jordan) £1.00. A 
fictional portrayal of life at the start of the coming 
century, with white people under the lash of the racial 
‘harmonisers’. 1993, 39pp. 

MIGHT OF THE WEST, THE (Laurence R. Brown) 
£12.00. An American engineer-scholar gives a new 
interpretation of the history of western civilisation, 
showing the importance of the mediaeval contribution to 
philosophy and science, and showing that the decline of 
the West is not historically inevitable, as some would 
teach us. 1963, vii, 562pp. 

MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
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America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 


NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£6.50. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 
NATIONAL SUICIDE: MILITARY AID TO THE 
SOVIET UNION (Anthony Sutton) £6.80. Shows 
quite conclusively that Soviet military technology is a 
creation of American aid. Exposes the myth of American 
‘anti-communism’. 1973, 83pp. 


* NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS (Laszlo 
F, Thomay) £7.50. An examination of racial tensions 
in a number of areas, showing that they are based not on 


hate or bigotry but on natural, universal tendencies. 
1993, 145pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00 hardback. An exposure of the financial power 
that seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972,288pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 


RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 hardback. The author, a 
professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective 
and scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist book, 
but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in reply to 
an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with facts and 
cogent argument. 1979, 20 A4 pages. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows 
that a sense of racial identity is an essential element of 
nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 
been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since 
it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


*& RECONSTRUCTION TRILOGY, THE (Thomas 
Dixon) £12.00. A reprint of The Leopards spots, The 
klansman and The Traitor, three great novels dealing 
with the ‘Reconstruction’ of teh American South after 
the Civil War as seen from teh Southern Whites’ point 
of view. Dixon’s novels inspired the epic D.W. Griffith 
film Birth of a Nation, the race mixers’ least favourite 
picture. 1902-1907, rep. 1994, xx, 550pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 


* SEARCHLIGHT ON A SEARCHLIAR (Alexander 
Baron) £2.99. A detailed, factual and annotated 
destruction of the pretensions of Gerry Gable, self- 
styled ‘anti-fascist’ researcher and editor of Searchlight 
magazine. Shortly after this xposure of Gable’s lies, the 


author was assaulted at his home by a group of thugs. 
1993, 53pp. 


* SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE 
MOVEMENTS (Nesta Webster) £14.00. A standard 
authority on the most important secret societies 
undermining civilisation and Christianity in the 200 
years up to the 1920s. 1924, rep. 1994, 419pp. 


SELF-DETERMINATION? THE QUESTION 
ULSTER MUST ANSWER (Richard Cameron) £5.99. 
The author’s solution of self-determination for Ulster 
under the Crown may be contentious, but the book 
makes plain the neglect and mismanagement to which 
the province has been subjected by direct rule. 1992, 
192pp. 


SEXUAL DEAD-END, THE (Stephen Green) £9.95. 
A factual and scientific description of the threat to 
personal and social health posed by homosexualism, 
with an account of the rise of the ‘Gay Liberation’ 
movements and ‘Gay’ activism. This book is not sensat- 
ionalist but neither is it for the squeamish or easily 
shocked. 1992, 482pp. 

SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED, THE (W. 
Grimstad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ 
but other topics involved in the Jewish Question, 
including the exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 


1977, 170pp. 

SOME TO MECCA TURN TO PRAY (Mervyn 
Hiskett) £12.95. An examination of Islamic values and 
tradition with important sections on the relations between 
Moslems and host societies and Islam and Zionism. 
1991, 357pp. 

SPEARHEAD BINDER (£7.60). Made to hold 12 
copies of Spearhead magazine. 

STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War II by an Austrian 
professor of philosophy. 1987, 152pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count. Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 


STRUGGLE FOR WORLD POWER, THE (George 
Kuupffer) £6.20. The fourth edition of a work by a 
distinguished Russian author dealing with the communist 
and financial conspiracies and showing the link between 
the two. 1986, 240pp. 

SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Bryan B. Monahan) 
£7.80. A series of articles from the Social Creditor 
dealing with political and economic threats to Britain’s 
survival and offering solutions to the problem ofinflation. 
1971, viii, 124pp. 

THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian 
schoolteacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 

TOO BRIGHT THE VISION? (Arthur Lewis) £7.99. 
The reminiscences of a valiant clergyman who upheld 
the causes of Christianity and civilised rule in Rhodesia. 
Despite being born in the UK, the author had the honour 
of being barred from this country by the Wilson régime. 
1992, viii, 279pp. 

TORPEDO RUNNING £5.00. An illustrated magazine- 
sized survey of the writing career of historian David 
Irving. xii, 14pp. 

TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating 
collection of quotations from a wide variety of writers, 
many of which are of direct relevance to the nationalist 
cause. 1986, 185pp. 


* TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.99. A well- 
known businessman defends the concept of the nation 
state and points out the perils of free trade. 1994, 216pp. 
USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution 
are proved beyond all question by an established scholar. 
1974, 228pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy among nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links between 
finance and politics. Read what he says and decide for 
yourself. 1976, 220pp. 

WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility 
for Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 

WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry, points the way toa satisfactory and 
beneficial financial system. A long-established classic. 
1926 (Rep. 1983), 320pp. 


*& YESTERDAY & TOMORROW £4.50. Acollection 
of articles on ‘The Tradition of National Revolution.’ 
Featured authors include Belloc, Chesterton, Fr. Fahey 
and Corneliu Codreanu. 1994, 80pp. 

ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. 
Lilienthal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by anon-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 
1982, 904pp. 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first published 
in 1986. A study of the Jewish presence in 20th century 
history, covering such events as the Bolshevik 
Revolution, the creation of Israel, the fall of Rhodesia 
and the relationship between communism and capitalism. 
1992, iii, 205pp. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objectives of the British 
National Party. 79p post-free. 


Fight Back! 

British National Party manifesto for the recent 1992 
election. Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way 
Forward (above) but with different title, cover design 
and introduction. 79p post-free. 


Where We Stand 

A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to enquirers. 
29p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Brand-new booklet outlining the British National Party 
case against the EC and in particular against the Maastricht 
Treaty. Produced out of collaboration between BNP 
Devon Branch and party headquarters. 59p post-free. 


The Enemy Within 

This, the latest BNP booklet, is about the role of the BBC 
as a weapon of mass brainwashing. The booklet comprises 
the text of an official complaint by the party to the 
Broadcasting Complaints Commission following the 
odious Public Eye programme shown in January 1993. 
Although the complaint is about one specific TV 
programme, its general drift could be said to apply to a 
wide range of anti-nationalist propaganda on TV and 
radio. 44p post-free. 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 

This is the publication that so many have been waiting 
for. The handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in promoting 
and building the British National Party at local branch 
level, starting from scratch when the activist is entirely 
alone. This booklet is a mine of information that all 
activists, old and new, will find valuable in the quest to 
make their activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must’ for everyone who wants to be more than just an 
armchair nationalist. The Handbook is illustrated and 
runs to 71 pages. £1.86 post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 

Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 49p post-free. 

BNP Badges 

British National Party badges with logo in red, white and 
blue. £1.50 post-free. 

Union Jack lapel badges 

£1.50 each post-free. £1.30 each post-free for 10 or 
more. 

BNP Key Rings 

Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 

BNP Cloth Logo 

BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 

BNP Leaflets 

Defend Rights for Whites! New leaflet rallying white 


LATEST LEAFLETS 
See this page 


people to defend their heritage and oppose multi- 
racialism. The leaflet looks at the effect of multi- 
racialism on Law and Order, Housing, Health Care, 
Employment, Education and Social Welfare. It also 
deals with the treasonable role of the mass media in 
promoting multi-racial Britain. This leaflet is larger than 
the standard BNP product. Text and illustrations cover 
two sides of an A4 format, which is to be folded into 
three panels each side. £10.00 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £5.25 per 1,000. 


Race Attacks: the truth. This is a new leaflet focusing 
on the recent brutal murder by Asians of a young white 
boy, Richard Everitt, in North London. The leaflet 
shows how left-wing agitators and the media whip up 
hysteria when Blacks or Asians are the victims of 
killings but strangely mute when the murdered person is 
white. 


Make Britain safe! This is the BNP’s latest law-and- 
order leaflet. It focuses on a man in Liverpool savagely 
beaten up recently just for ticking off some youths who 
vandalised his car. The leaflet spells out the party’s basic 
anti-crime policies, such as restoration of the death 
penalty and making prisons much tougher. 


Vote British National Party. This leaflet focuses on the 
BNP election victory in Tower Hamlets in Septem-ber 
1993 and stresses how this has changed the entire face 
of British politics, saying that now the BNP has shown 
that it can win elections ithas a new credibility and a vote 
for it undoubtedly counts. The leaflet also gives a brief 
synopsis of the main policies on which the party will be 
fighting forthcoming elections. This is recommended as 
an excellent election ‘warm-up’ leaflet. It should be 
used as a supplement to, not a substitute for, the 
standard personalised candidate’s leaflet. The leaflet 
contains a photograph of BNP Councillor Derek Beackon 
at his moment of victory. 


Join the British National Party. This leaflet is on a 
similar theme to the above-mentioned ‘Vote...’ leaflet, 
dealing likewise with the Tower Hamlets victory. 
However, it is designed primarily for recruitment 
purposes rather than for electioneering. It also contains 
the Derek Beackon victory photograph. 


Rebuild Britain NOW! Fairly new leaflet. Deals mostly 
with measures needed to revive the British economy and 
restore full employment, but also mentions the effect on 
British jobs of the coloured invasion. 


Join us! Highly successful recruiting leaflet designed 
for BNP Autumn and Winter 1992 and Spring 1993 
recruitment campaigns. Gives brief account of best 
known BNP policies. A summons to battle! 


Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants coming 
into Britain and calling for repatriation. 


Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 


Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 


Stop unemployment... Ban imports! Up-to-date leaflet 
dealing with the effect on British jobs of unrestricted 
imports of goods that can and should be produced in 
Britain by British workers. Contains photo of pithead 
scene and is especially suitable for distribution to coal 
miners threatened with redundancy through planned pit 
closures. 


Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in Northern 
Ireland and listing BNP policies for the province. 
Election warm-up leaflet. This leaflet has been prepared 
specially for areas where the BNP plans to put up 
candidates for elections, whether parliamentary or local 
government. It precedes the final leaflet bearing the 
candidate’s name, and is designed for ‘warm-up’ 
purposes. Based on the ‘Rights for Whites’ theme, it is 
especially valuable for areas where immigration and 
race are a big issue. 


Wake up Scotland! Leaflet specially designed to bring 
the BNP message to Scotland. 

Defend Britain's Fishermen! Attacks the betrayal of 
the fishing industry. Especially suitable for giving out in 
fishing areas. 

Why Britain detests the Tories Aimed especially at 
disillusioned Tory voters, listing the failures of the 


Major government. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.70 for 1,000 and £5.25 for 2,000. 


BNP Recordings 
Rally ’94. Video-recording of the latest BNP Annual 


RALLY '94 


Video-recording of the 
British National Party Annual Rally, 
November 5th 1994 


Hear:- 


DAVID BRUCE 
(Chairman) 


RICHARD EDMONDS 
CLAUDE CORNILLEAU 
GUNTHER DECKERT 
MICHAEL NEWLAND 
JOHN TYNDALL 


BNP Recordings, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


LATEST RALLY VIDEO 


Recording of the BNP Annual Rally held 
near London back in November. See this 
page for further details. 


Rally, staged near London on November 5th 1994. 
Hear and see speeches by David Bruce, Richard 
Edmonds, Gunther Deckhert, Claude Cornilleau, 
Michael Newland and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’93. Video-recording of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged just outside London on November 6th 1993. 
Hear and see speeches by John Morse, David Bruce; 
Kirk Lyons, Claude Cornilleau and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’92. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches 
by Syd Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude 
Cornilleau, David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally °91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches 
by Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
Philipp, Tony Lecomber, Steve Smith, RichardEdmond. 
and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches 
by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 
Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 


Videos cost £13.00 plus 98p p&p. 
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MIXED RESULTS IN 
COUNCIL ELECTIONS 


THE MAY 1995 Council Elections 
produced a mixed crop of results for the 
British National Party. Compared to last 
year it is clear that two new factors have 
arisen. One is the emergence of ‘Blair- 
mania’, the media’s promotion of the so- 
called ‘New’ Labour Party. This is the 
latest bogus solution to Britain’s ills. First 
there was Thatcher, then the SDP and then 
Major. Blair is just the latest supposed 
saviour, promoted to distract the gullible 
public from seeking a real solution to 
Britain’s continuing slide. This can only be 
a temporary phenomenon as, sooner or 
later, Blair like his predecessors, will be 
found out. 

The second factor is the diminution of the 
“Millwall effect.’ Last year, the BNP was 
seen to be on the crest of a wave and was 
constantly in the media’s eye as a credible 
vote-winner. Indeed, the issue which to a 
large extent dominated the media’s coverage 
of last years local elections, involving 
thousands of seats around the country, was: 
would the BNP win again in Millwall and 
perhaps gain other seats as well? 

It is in the light of these two factors that 
this years results must be viewed. 

The jewel in the BNP’s electoral crown 
this year was the excellent result gained by 


Isabel Hernon in Debden Green ward 
in Epping Forest district Council, 
Essex. Isabel, a local housewife and 
long time BNP member, gained 
10.14 per cent, by far the best ever 
poll obtained by the BNP in this 
area. This result was achieved with 
a first class candidate backed up by 
first class campaign — conducted in 
the main by a small local team of activists. 
The Debden area is far from being what 
has traditionally been regarded as ideal BNP 
territory. It is a prosperous working-class 
district with no housing or crime problems 
and no immigration problem. Indeed it is the 


A report by 
EDDY BUTLER 


sort of ‘nice’ area in which to live that we 
would like to see extended to the rest of 
Britain. Without any ‘cutting edge’ to work 
on and despite the usual illegal smear leaflets 
and a vicious anti-BNP press campaign by the 
local rag, an excellent result was achieved. 
The message to all BNP units is clear — a 
small but dedicated activist team can 
produce the goods if a detailed and 
intelligent local campaign is 
conducted. 

The next best result was gained 
by Garry Marshall in Kirkby East 
ward in Ashfield, Nottinghamshire. 
Garry polled 7.5 per cent — a very 
encouraging result, as this was the 
first time the BNP had contested a 
seat in this area. Garry was another 
strong candidate, being an ex-miner 
and member of his local tenants 
association. The inexperienced but 
very keen local activist team adopted 
essentially the correct electoral tactics 
and have built a sound base for 


Steven Belshaw, Kirkby Organiser leads the way ture growth. 


Isabel Hernon with campaign helpers in Debden 


In Rosedale ward in Broxbourne, 
Hertfordshire Dave Bruce polled 6.7 per 
cent, whilein Newbold ward, Rochdale, Ken 
Henderson polled 3.9 per cent. Both these 
results showed a decrease on last year, largely 
due to the two factors mentioned earlier. 

In Fenton Green ward, in Stoke-on-Trent, 
Steve Batkin polled 3.6 per cent. This was a 
disappointing result, largely due to the 
intervention of a foolish independent 
candidate who adopted Steve’s local campaign 
plank of opposition to the opening of a 
mosque within the ward. 

In Birmingham, three candidates stood in 
very large wards where canvassing was 
impossible due to the need to distribute so 
many leaflets. This was a useful recruitment 
exercise in itself. The results were Keith 
Axon in Oscott ward 3.64 per cent, Nigel 
Deering in Northfield ward 1.83 per cent and 
Daniel Langton in Kingstanding ward 2.63 
per cent (where a National Front candidate 
split the vote but only achieved 1.53 per 
cent). 

Lastly in Anchorsholme ward in 

Blackpool, Michael Gibbons polled 1.41 per 
cent, a poor result due in large part to 
avoidable adverse press publicity. 
It is clear that more work is required to bring 
all of our branches and groups up to the 
desirable level of operational efficiency that 
the fighting of elections demands. The lessons 
are beginning to be learnt and must be 
implemented far in advance of next years 
contests if our full potential is to be realised. 
Only then will the BNP be able to take full 
advantage of the situation that develops when 
Blair’s bubble bursts. 


Vicious attack on candida te 


KEITH AXON, British National Party candidate in the Oscott 
Ward of Birmingham in last month’s local government 
elections, was the victim of a vicious attack on his person and 
his home just after he had returned from the election count. A 
mob burst into his house after he had answered the doorbell, 
then beat him up and wrecked his home (picture of damage on 
right). Happily, Mr. Axon is now recovered. He immediately 
issued a public statement saying that this would in no way 


deter him from future activities. 


The attack on Mr. Axon’s property did, however, result in 
damage amounting to about £1,000 to possessions that were 
not insured. Spearhead is sending a donation of £30 to Mr. 
Axon to help pay for some of this damage, and readers are 
recommended to send what they can too. Donations should be 

addressed to Mr. Axon at PO Box 771, Great Barr, Birmingham 


B44 9LZ. 
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TOWER HAMLETS 


BNP hits back 
at Labour 
Council 


To fight off the BNP challenge in Tower 
Hamlets in the local government elections 
in May 1994, the local Labour Party care- 
fully cultivated a ‘moderate’ image, 
shunting its loony-left activists into the 
background and playing down its tendency 
to favour Asians in housing and in council 
grants at the expense of Whites. It worked. 
Although the BNP polled very well, it 
failed to win any seats. 

Now the true face of Labour in the 
borough is coming to the surface. In a well 
planned coup d’état, an alliance of Asians 
and left-wing militants has taken over the 
council. Out of the 43 Labour councillors, 
more than a third are Asian, and the new 
Mayor is Cllr. Ghulam Mortuza. 

As just one symptom of the new 
régime, the chairwoman of social 
services, far leftist Yve Amor, has refused 
a toddler’s playgroup a grant of £1,700 
because it was for Christians but at the 
same time agreed to a grant of £12,000 for 
the ‘Bangladeshi Mums and Toddlers 
Group’. 

Tower Hamlets 
BNP has begun a cae 
vigorous camp- 
aign to expose the WHITES! @ &X 
Council’s shenan- | =scsSsEcseeocs= 
igans. This is page 
being spear- 
headed by a 
special leaflet 
headed ‘Wake up 
Whites’ (shown 
on right). Watch 
this space! 


Printed & publahed by British National Party, PO Box 300, Emme Steet London €2 7AZ 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


in bulk 

British Nationalist retails at 30p. 
Supplies in bulk are available at the 
following rates (standing orders 
welcome):- 

10 copies £2.80 

25 copies £6.60 

50 copies £12.00 
100 copies £21.00 
150 copies £30.00 
200 copies £36.00 
300 copies £50.40 
400 copies £66.00 
500 copies £78.00 by roadline 
Cheques/POs to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 
3DW. Please keep orders, enquiries 
and payments to BN entirely 
seperate from other 
correspondance and remittances 
SO as to avoid confusion and delay. 


EMERGENCY APPEAL: 
TARGET NOW £15,073.68 


We are pleased to announce another good response last month to the 
emergency appeal launched in April by the British National Party. A further 
£1,986.48 was received towards the fund's target figure of £20,000. This 
leaves £15,073.68 still to be raised. : 

The fund has been necessitated by party finances sinking to a low level 
due to a big fall in donations coming into general funds over the past few 
months. The main factor causing this was the vitally important Legal Fund, 
to which party supporters responded generously. The sacrifices made 
towards the Legal Fund left those supporters unable to contribute much to 
general funds. Now that the Legal Fund has been closed, the BNP must 
urgently refill its coffers for ordinary expenditure, which is steadily mounting. 

The party would like to thank all those who have sent in contributions to 
the emergency appeal. There is still, however, a long way to go. For the 
future, all those sending in money should address it to: BNP General Fund 
and post it to PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


Tyndall speaks at Nottingham 


JOHN TYNDALL addressed a gathering of 


Also speaking was Leeds Organiser David 


BNP members and supporters from the East Owens. John Peacock was in the chair. An 
Midlands in Nottingham on May 14th, just excellent collection raised nearly £200. 


a week and a half after the 
party had scored its best 
ever election result in the 
region by winning 7.5 per 
cent of the vote in Kirkby 
East (Ashfield). Mr. 
Tyndall analysed the BNP 
vote over the whole coun- 
try and went on to say that 
by far the most important 
aspect of the election was 
the catastrophic perform- 
ance of the Tories. It is 
possible, he said, that 
Britain’s main governing 
party is now in permanent 
decline, and this opens up 
tremendous opportunities 
for the BNP. 


The meeting: Tyndall speaks 


How to obtain Spearhead 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to obtain copies for themselves every 
month and to those who wish to obtain copies for redistribution. Those wanting copies for 
themselves each month are recommended to take out a subscription by filling in the form 
below and sending it to us with the applicable sum. 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable):- 

BritishIsles: £16.250 Overseas surface mail: £18.350 Unsealed airmailEurope: £19.300 
Unsealed air mail Middle East, Africa, N&S America: £25.700 Unsealed air mail Australasia, 
Far East: £27.300 


PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in pounds sterling. If 
remittance is in any other currency, an additional charge of £4.50 is required in the case 
of cheques and money orders and £2.50 in the case of banknotes, these paying for 
banker's commission and charges. 

Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 

10-19 copies: 80p each; 20-49 copies: 72p each; 50-99 copies: 60p each; 100- 
199 copies: 50p each; 200-499 copies: 43p each; 500 copies or over: 40p each (For 
advice on postal rates please contact our office). 

All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please do not include a payment for Spearhead 
in a remittance which includes payment for other items. 
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PO Box 300, Emma Street, 


SOUTH EAST LONDON 


BERKSHIRE & NORTH HANTS. 
BCM Box 4110, London WC1N 3XX 


DEVON 
PO Box 160, Exeter EX1 3YY 


PO Box 8, Tredegar NP2 3YG 


KENT DA16 3DW 


Contact your 
local party unit! 


most of the United Kingdom. Here we give 


PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 


Herts., Coventry, Grantham, Derby, Ilkeston, 
Scunthorpe, North Wales, Port Talbot, Barry, 
Tonypandy, Ebbw Vale, Bolton & Bury, 
Ashton-under-Lyme, Batley, York, Skipton, 


ISLINGTON & CAMDEN LIVERPOOL 
BM Box 3958, London WC1N 3XX THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 
EAST LONDON organised into active units extending over WARRINGTON 


c/o PO Box 16, Salford M6 7PT 


Hackney, Lond a list of the main units. 
rte Seeks JEL MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
HILLINGDON PO Box 16, Salford M6 7PT 
7 DOK IN, UXOrige, BIRMINGHAM 
Peer renee PO Box 771, Great Barr, ee ei so dee 
HOUNSLOW Birmingham B44 9LZ Lancs.OL161AH 
PO Box 328, Hounslow, WORCESTER 
EE OR OE PO Box 229, Worcester WR2 4SU vs ane Oldham, Lancs. OL8 2WW 
cd ra telah STOURBRIDGE BLACKBURN 
ie bell ones oa a PO ae Worcester WR2 4SU clo PO Box 15, Colne, Lancs. BB8 9BW 
ANNOCK 
CROYDON & MERTON PENDLE 
PO Box 301, Carshalton, PO Box 3, Cannock WS11 2AF PO Box 15, Colne, Lancs. BB8 9BW 
Surrey SM5 4QW STOKE-ON-TRENT TODMORDEN 


PO Box 15, Todmorden, Lancs. OL14 7NQ 


PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW LEICESTER 
PO : LE3 BLACKPOOL 
EPPING FOREST pee ea eD PO Box 53, South Shore, 
PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN NOTTINGHAM Blackpool FY4 1FS 
WEST KENT PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ LEEDS 
PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF MANSFIELD & ASHFIELD PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 
EAST KENT PO Box 20, Mansfield, Notts. NG19 6HP BRADFORD 
PO Box 8, Ashford TN23 2EL CHESTERFIELD PO Box 565, Bradford BD10 0YZ 
PO Box 174, Chesterfield 
WEST HERTS. nae ’ DEWSBURY 
BM Box 1245, London WC1N 3XX nie —— PO Box 32, Dewsbury WF12 0YU 
LINCOLN 
MILTON KEYNES HALIFAX 
PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, ee ky ae PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ HULL 
BEDFORD PO Box 953, Hull HU3 1YJ 
Here oa The BNP also has units in Staines, TYNE & WEAR 
Redbridge, Newham, Barking & Dagenham, PO Box 25, Sunderland SR3 1YZ 
CAMBRIDGE Havering, Thurrock, Southend-on-Sea, Isle EDINBURGH 
PO Box 817, Waterbeach, ofSheppey, Woking, Southampton, Reading, ‘ 
Cambridge CBS 9JR Gloucestershire, Bristol & Bath, PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 
Bournemouth, Stevenage, Enfield & East MIDLOTHIAN 


PO Box 14, Dalkeith EH22 5DL 


WEST LOTHIAN 
PO Box 50, Livingston EH54 8JJ 


Tees-side, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Falkirk, TAYSIDE 
BRISTOL, AVON & SOMERSET Fife, Cumbernauld, Airdrie, Clydebank, PO Box 210. Dundee DD1 SEP 
PO Box 117, Bridgewater, Greenock, Dumbarton, Lanarkshire, Ayr, Aca 
Somerset TA6 4YX Cumnock (Ayrshire) and Highlands & Islands. GLASGOW 
CARDIFF If you want to make ae with any of ae PO Box 85, Glasgow G51 2DS 
units, or start a new unit, please write to 
PO Box 632, Cardiff CF2 1UU Head Office at PO Box 17, Welling, Kent JERSEY 
GWENT DA16 3DW. . Pe ae Exeter, 
von 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 50p for information pack to:- PUNY races cevey sted unsndeustsnvece MEGseA edd ak eaee eked re redes 
P.O. BOX 117 
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